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Abstract

W e com pute the electrom agnetic form factors ofthe nucleon in quenched lattice Q CD,using

non-perturbatively im proved W ilson ferm ions,and com pare the resultswith phenom enology and

chirale�ective �eld theory.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The m easurem ents ofthe electrom agnetic form factors ofthe proton and the neutron

gave the �rst hints at an internalstructure ofthe nucleon,and a theory ofthe nucleon

cannotbe considered satisfactory ifitisnotable to reproduce the form factordata.Fora

long tim e,theoveralltrend oftheexperim entalresultsforsm alland m oderatevaluesofthe

m om entum transferq2 could bedescribed reasonably wellby phenom enological(dipole)�ts

G
p
e(q

2) �
G p
m (q

2)

�p
�
G n
m (q

2)

�n

�
�
1� q

2
=m

2
D

�
�2

;

G
n
e(q

2) � 0 (1)

with m D � 0:84GeV and them agneticm om ents

�
p � 2:79 ; �

n � � 1:91 (2)

in unitsofnuclearm agnetons.Recently,theform factorsofthenucleon have been studied

experim entally with high precision and deviationsfrom thisuniform dipoleform havebeen

observed,both atvery sm allq2 [1]and in theregion above1GeV 2 [2,3].

Itisthereforeofgreatinterestto derivethenucleon form factorsfrom QCD.Sinceform

factorsaretypicallow-energy quantities,perturbation theory in term sofquarksand gluons

isuselessforthispurpose and a non-perturbative m ethod isneeded. Ifone wantsto avoid

additionalassum ptions orm odels,one is essentially restricted to lattice QCD and M onte

Carlo sim ulations. In view ofthe im portance ofnucleon form factors and the am ount of

experim entaldata available,itissurprising thatthere are only a few lattice investigations

ofform factorsin thelastyears[4,5].

In thispaperwe give a detailed accountofourresultsforthe nucleon form factorsob-

tained in quenched M onteCarlosim ulationswith non-perturbatively O (a)-im proved W ilson

ferm ions.W eshallpayparticularattention tothechiralextrapolation and com parewith for-

m ulaefrom chirale�ective�eld theory previously used forstudiesofthem agneticm om ents.

Theplan ofthepaperisasfollows.Aftera few generalde�nitionsand rem arksin thenext

section wedescribethelatticetechnology thatweused in Sec.III.Aftercom m enting on our

earlierattem ptsto perform a chiralextrapolation in Sec.IV,weinvestigatethequark-m ass

dependence ofthe form factorsin m ore detailon a phenom enologicalbasisin Sec.V. W e
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�nd thatourdata arein qualitative agreem entwith therecently observed deviations[2,3]

from the uniform dipole param etrization ofthe proton form factors. In Sec.VIwe collect

and discussform ulaefrom chirale�ective�eld theory,which areconfronted with ourM onte

Carlo results in Sec.VII. Our conclusions are presented in Sec.VIII. The Appendixes

contain ashortdiscussion ofthepion m assdependenceofthenucleon m assaswellastables

oftheform factorsand ofthecorresponding dipole�ts.

II. G EN ER A LIT IES

Experim entally,the nucleon form factorsare m easured via electron scattering. Because

the �ne structure constant is so sm all,it is justi�ed to describe this process in term s of

one-photon exchange.So thescattering am plitudeisgiven by

Tfi= e
2�ue(k

0

e;s
0

e)
�ue(ke;se)
1

q2
hp0;s0jJ�jp;si (3)

with theelectrom agneticcurrent

J
� =

2

3
�u
�u �

1

3
�d
�d+ � � � : (4)

Herep,p0arethenucleon m om enta,ke,k
0

e aretheelectron m om enta,and s,s
0,:::arethe

corresponding spin vectors.Them om entum transferisde�ned asq= p0� p.W ith thehelp

oftheform factorsF1(q
2)and F2(q

2)thenucleon m atrix elem entcan bedecom posed as

hp0;s0jJ�jp;si= �u(p0;s0)

�


�F1(q
2)+ i���

q�

2M N

F2(q
2)

�

u(p;s) (5)

whereM N isthem assofthenucleon.From thekinem aticsofthescattering process,itcan

easily beseen thatq2 < 0.In the following,we shalloften use thenew variable Q 2 = � q2.

W e have F1(0)= 1 (in the proton)asJ isa conserved current,while F2(0)m easures the

anom alousm agneticm om entin nuclearm agnetons.Foraclassicalpointparticle,both form

factorsareindependentofq2,so deviationsfrom thisbehaviortellussom ething aboutthe

extended nature ofthe nucleon.In electron scattering,F1 and F2 areusually re-written in

term softheelectricand m agneticSachsform factors

G e(q
2) = F1(q

2)+
q2

(2M N )
2
F2(q

2);

G m (q
2) = F1(q

2)+ F2(q
2); (6)
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asthen the(unpolarized)crosssection becom esa linearcom bination ofsquaresoftheform

factors.

Throughoutthewholepaperweassum e
avorSU(2)sym m etry.Hencewecan decom pose

theform factorsintoisovectorand isoscalarcom ponents.In term softheproton and neutron

form factorstheisovectorform factorsaregiven by

G
v
e(q

2) = G
p
e(q

2)� G
n
e(q

2);

G
v
m (q

2) = G
p
m (q

2)� G
n
m (q

2) (7)

such that

G
v
m (0)= G

p
m (0)� G

n
m (0)= �

p � �
n = �

v = 1+ �v (8)

with �v (�v)being theisovector(anom alous)m agneticm om ent� 4:71(3:71).In theactual

sim ulationswe do notwork directly with these de�nitionswhen we calculate the isovector

form factors.W eusetherelation

hprotonj
�
2

3
�u
�u � 1

3
�d
�d

�
jprotoni� hneutronj

�
2

3
�u
�u � 1

3
�d
�d

�
jneutroni

= hprotonj
�
�u
�u � �d
�d

�
jprotoni (9)

and com putetheisovectorform factorsfrom proton m atrix elem entsofthecurrent�u
�u�

�d
�d instead ofevaluating the proton and neutron m atrix elem entsofthe electrom agnetic

current separately and then taking the di�erence. Sim ilarly one could use the isoscalar

current�u
�u+ �d
�d forthecom putation ofisoscalarform factors,butwehavenotdoneso,

sincein theisoscalarsectorthereareconsiderableuncertaintiesanyway duetotheneglected

quark-linedisconnected contributions.

III. LAT T IC E T EC H N O LO G Y

Using the standard W ilson gauge �eld action we have perform ed quenched sim ulations

with O (a)-im proved W ilson ferm ions (clover ferm ions). For the coe�cient c SW of the

Sheikholeslam i-W ohlert clover term we chose a non-perturbatively determ ined value cal-

culated from theinterpolation form ula given in Ref.[6].The couplings� = 6=g2 and cSW ,

the lattice sizesand statistics,the valuesofthe hopping param eter� (notto be confused

with an anom alousm agnetic m om ent)and the corresponding pion and nucleon m asses(in
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TABLE I:Sim ulation param eters,num bers ofgauge �eld con�gurations used (# con�gs.) and

m asses.

� cSW � cV Volum e # con�gs. am � aM N

6.0 1.769 0.1320 � 0:331 163 � 32 O (450) 0.5412(9) 0.9735(40)

6.0 1.769 0.1324 � 0:331 163 � 32 O (550) 0.5042(7) 0.9353(25)

6.0 1.769 0.1333 � 0:331 163 � 32 O (550) 0.4122(9) 0.8241(34)

6.0 1.769 0.1338 � 0:331 163 � 32 O (500) 0.3549(12) 0.7400(85)

6.0 1.769 0.1342 � 0:331 163 � 32 O (700) 0.3012(10) 0.7096(48)

6.0 1.769 �c = 0:1353 0.5119(67)

6.2 1.614 0.1333 � 0:169 243 � 48 O (300) 0.4136(6) 0.7374(21)

6.2 1.614 0.1339 � 0:169 243 � 48 O (300) 0.3565(8) 0.6655(28)

6.2 1.614 0.1344 � 0:169 243 � 48 O (300) 0.3034(6) 0.5963(29)

6.2 1.614 0.1349 � 0:169 243 � 48 O (500) 0.2431(7) 0.5241(39)

6.2 1.614 �c = 0:1359 0.3695(36)

6.4 1.526 0.1338 � 0:115 323 � 48 O (200) 0.3213(8) 0.5718(28)

6.4 1.526 0.1342 � 0:115 323 � 48 O (100) 0.2836(9) 0.5266(31)

6.4 1.526 0.1346 � 0:115 323 � 48 O (200) 0.2402(8) 0.4680(37)

6.4 1.526 0.1350 � 0:115 323 � 48 O (300) 0.1933(7) 0.4156(34)

6.4 1.526 0.1353 � 0:115 323 � 64 O (300) 0.1507(8) 0.3580(47)

6.4 1.526 �c = 0:1358 0.2800(53)

lattice units) are collected in Table I. As we are going to investigate nucleon properties,

we wantto determ ine the lattice spacing from the (chirally extrapolated)nucleon m assin

orderto ensure thatthe nucleon m asstakesthe correctvalue. (Atthe presentlevelofac-

curacy,thedi�erencebetween thenucleon m assin thechirallim itand thephysicalnucleon

m ass can be neglected.) Ideally we would use a form ula from chiralperturbation theory

forthispurpose,e.g.Eq.(A1). Since there seem sto be little di�erence between quenched

and unquenched resultsatpresently accessible quark m assesitwould m ake sense to apply

thisform ula to ourdata.However,itturnsoutthatitbreaksdown forpion m assesabove

600 M eV [7],where alm ostallofourresultslie (see Fig.1). (Fora detailed discussion of

a di�erent approach see Ref.[8].) Hence we resort to a sim ple-m inded phenom enological
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procedureextrapolating ourm assesby m eansoftheansatz

(aM N )
2 = (aM 0

N )
2 + b2(am �)

2 + b3(am �)
3 (10)

foreach �.Thisansatzprovidesavery good description ofthedata[9].Thenucleon m asses

extrapolated to thecriticalhopping param eter�c in thisway (on thebasisofa largersetof

nucleon m asses)arealso given in TableI.W heneverwegivenum bersin physicalunitsthe

scalehasbeen setby thesechirally extrapolated nucleon m asses.

In the lastyearsithasbecom e m ore popularto setthe scale with the help ofthe force

param eterr0 [10].W hilethischoiceavoidstheproblem srelated to thechiralextrapolation

ofthe nucleon m ass,ithasthe disadvantage thatthe physicalvalue ofr0 islessprecisely

determ ined than the physicalnucleon m ass. Furtherm ore,as the present paper deals ex-

clusively with nucleon propertiesitseem ed to usm oreim portantto have the correctvalue

in physicalunits for the m ass ofthe particle studied when evaluating other dim ensionful

quantitieslike,e.g.,radii. Itishoweverinteresting to note thatthe dim ensionlessproduct

r0M
0
N is to a good accuracy independent ofthe lattice spacing. Indeed,taking r0 from

Ref.[11]and m ultiplying by the chirally extrapolated nucleon m assesgiven in Table Ione

�ndsr0M
0
N = 2:75,2:72,and 2:73 for� = 6:0,6:2,and 6:4,respectively. Thusthe scaling

behaviorofourresultsispractically thesam eforboth choicesofthescale.

In Fig.1weplotM 2
N versusm 2

� usingthem assesfrom TableI.Thepicturedem onstrates

thatscaling violationsin the m asses are sm all. M oreover,we see thatform � < 600M eV

ourextrapolation curveisquitecloseto thechiralperturbation theory curve(A1).

In orderto com pute nucleon m asses orm atrix elem ents we need suitable interpolating

�elds.Foraproton with spatialm om entum ~pthem ostobviouschoicein term softhequark

�eldsu(x)and d(x)is

B �(t;~p) =
X

x;x4= t

e�i~p�~x �ijku
i
�(x)u

j

�
(x)(C
5)�
d

k

(x);

�B �(t;~p) =
X

x;x4= t

ei~p�~x�ijk �d
i
�(x)(C
5)�
�u

j

(x)�u

k
�(x) (11)

with the charge conjugation m atrix C (�,�,
 are Dirac indices,i,j,k are colorindices).

Notethatwenow switch from M inkowskispaceto Euclidean space.

In Eq.(11)allthreequarkssitatthesam epoint.Clearly,asprotonsarenotpointobjects

thisisnotthebestthing to do,and with theaboveinterpolating �eldswerun therisk that
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FIG .1:Nucleon m asssquared versuspion m asssquared from thedatain TableI.Thedotted curve

showsourphenom enologicalchiralextrapolation (Eq.(10))for� = 6:4.Thefullcurvecorresponds

to thechiralextrapolation derived from chiralperturbation theory (Eq.(A1))with theparam eters

given in Appendix A.

theam plitudesofone-proton statesin correlation functionsm ightbevery sm allm aking the

extraction ofm assesand m atrix elem entsratherunreliable.Thereforeweem ploy two types

ofim provem ent:Firstwesm earthesourcesand thesinksforthequarksin theirtim eslices,

secondly weapply a \non-relativistic" projection.

Our sm earing algorithm (Jacobism earing) is described in Ref.[12]. The param eters

N sm ear,�sm ear used in theactualcom putationsand theresulting sm earing radiiaregiven in

Table II. A typicalrm snucleon radiusisabout0.8 fm ,oursm earing radiiare abouthalf

thatsize.

The\non-relativistic" projection m eansthatwereplaceeach spinorby

 !  
N R = 1

2
(1+ 
4) ; � ! � N R = � 1

2
(1+ 
4): (12)

Thisreplacem entleavesquantum num bersunchanged,butwewould expectittoim provethe

overlap with baryons. Practically thism eansthatforeach baryon propagatorwe consider

only the �rst two Dirac com ponents. So we only have 2� 3 inversions to perform rather
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TABLE II:Sm earing param etersforJacobism earing.

� N sm ear �sm ear rrm s

6.0 50 0.21 � 3:5a � 0:38fm

6.2 100 0.21 � 5:6a � 0:44fm

6.4 150 0.21 � 6:7a � 0:40fm

than theusual4� 3 inversions{ a saving of50% in com putertim e.

Thenon-forward m atrix elem entsrequired fortheform factorsarecom puted from ratios

ofthree-pointfunctionsto two-pointfunctions.Thetwo-pointfunction isde�ned as

C2(t;~p)=
X

��

���hB �(t;~p)�B �(0;~p)i (13)

with thespin projection m atrix

�= 1

2
(1+ 
4): (14)

In thethree-pointfunction

C3(t;�;~p;~p
0)=

X

��

���hB �(t;~p)O (�)�B �(0;~p
0)i (15)

wehaveused,besidesthem atrix (14)corresponding to unpolarized m atrix elem ents,also

�= 1

2
(1+ 
4)i
5
2 (16)

corresponding to polarization in the2-direction.W ethen com puted theratios

R(t;�;~p;~p0)=
C3(t;�;~p;~p

0)

C2(t;~p)
�

�
C2(�;~p)C2(t;~p)C2(t� �;~p0)

C2(�;~p
0)C2(t;~p

0)C2(t� �;~p)

�1=2

: (17)

Ifalltim e di�erences are su�ciently large,i.e.if0 � � � t,R is proportionalto the

(polarizedorunpolarized)protonm atrixelem entoftheoperatorO withaknownkinem atical

coe�cientpresented below.

For the electrom agnetic form factors the operator to be studied is the vector current.

In contrast to previous investigations [4,5],which used the conserved vector current,we

chose to work with the localvector current � (x)
� (x). The localvector current has to

berenorm alized,because itisnotconserved.Itshould also beim proved so thatitsm atrix

elem entshavediscretization errorsofO (a2)only,which m eansthatweusetheoperator

V� = ZV (1+ bV am q)
�
� 
� + icV a@�(� ��� )

�
; (18)
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wherem q isthebarequark m ass:

am q =
1

2�
�

1

2�c
: (19)

W e have taken ZV and bV from the param etrizations given by the ALPHA collabora-

tion [13](see also Ref.[14]). The im provem ent coe�cient c V has also been com puted

non-perturbatively [15].Theresultscan berepresented by theexpression [9]

cV = � 0:01225
4

3
g
21� 0:3113g2

1� 0:9660g2
; (20)

from which wehavecalculated cV (seeTableI).In thelim itg2 ! 0itagreeswith perturba-

tion theory [16].Com puting alltheseadditionalcontributionsin oursim ulations,wefound

theim provem entterm stobenum erically sm all.Notethattheim provem entcoe�cientc C V C

fortheconserved vectorcurrentisonly known to treelevelso thata fully non-perturbative

analysiswould notbepossiblehad weused theconserved vectorcurrent.

In ordertodescribetherelation between theratioswecom puted and theform factorslet

uscallthe ratio R forthe �-com ponentofthe renorm alized vectorcurrentm ore precisely

R �.Furtherm orewedistinguish theunpolarized case(spin projection m atrix (14))from the

polarized case(spin projection m atrix (16))by a superscript.The(M inkowski)m om entum

transferisgiven by

q
2 = � Q

2 = 2
�
M

2
N + ~p� ~p

0� EN (~p)E N (~p
0)
�

(21)

with thenucleon energy

E N (~p)=

q

M 2
N
+ ~p2: (22)

Using theabbreviation

A(~p;~p0)�1 = (� Q
2 � 4M 2

N )
p
E N (~p)(M N + E N (~p))E N (~p

0)(M N + E N (~p
0)) (23)

wehave

R
unpol

4 (t;�;~p;~p0)= A(~p;~p0)

h

G e(Q
2)M N

�
E N (~p)+ E N (~p

0)
�

�
�
~p
0� ~p� (MN + E N (~p))(M N + E N (~p

0))
�

+ G m (Q
2)
�
(~p0� ~p)2 � ~p

2
~p
02
�i

; (24)
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R
pol

4 (t;�;~p;~p0)= A(~p;~p0)i(p01p3 � p
0

3p1)

h

G e(Q
2)M N

�
E N (~p)+ E N (~p

0)
�

+ G m (Q
2)
�
~p
0� ~p� (MN + E N (~p))(M N + E N (~p

0))
�i

; (25)

and forj= 1;2;3

R
unpol

j (t;�;~p;~p0)= A(~p;~p0)i

h

G e(Q
2)M N

�
pj + p

0

j

��
(M N + E N (~p))(M N + E N (~p

0))� ~p
0� ~p

�

+ G m (Q
2)
�
pj(E N (~p)~p

02 � EN (~p
0)~p0� ~p)+ p

0

j(E N (~p
0)~p2 � EN (~p)~p

0� ~p)
�i

; (26)

R
pol

j (t;�;~p;~p0)= A(~p;~p0)

h

G e(Q
2)M N

�
pj+ p

0

j

��
p
0

1p3� p
0

3p1
�
+ G m (Q

2)
�
M N (p2+ p

0

2)(~p
0� ~p)j

+
�
(M N + E N (~p))(M N + E N (~p

0))� ~p
0� ~p

�
3X

k= 1

�j2k(p
0

kE N (~p)� pkE N (~p
0))
�i

: (27)

Analogousexpressions forthe com putation ofthe form factorsF1 and F2 are obtained by

inserting thede�nitions(6)in theaboveequations.

W ehavecom puted theratiosR in (17)fortwo choicesofthem om entum ~p,

L

2�
~p=

0

B
B
B
@

0

0

0

1

C
C
C
A

;

0

B
B
B
@

1

0

0

1

C
C
C
A

; (28)

and eightchoicesofthevector~q= ~p0� ~p,

L

2�
~q=

0

B
B
B
@

0

0

0

1

C
C
C
A

;

0

B
B
B
@

0

� 1

0

1

C
C
C
A

;

0

B
B
B
@

0

� 2

0

1

C
C
C
A

;

0

B
B
B
@

� 1

0

0

1

C
C
C
A

;

0

B
B
B
@

� 2

0

0

1

C
C
C
A

;

0

B
B
B
@

� 1

� 1

0

1

C
C
C
A

;

0

B
B
B
@

� 1

� 1

� 1

1

C
C
C
A

;

0

B
B
B
@

0

0

� 1

1

C
C
C
A

;

(29)

where L denotesthe spatialextentofthe lattice.In Fig.2 we show two exam plesofthese

ratios plotted versus � (for the unim proved operator). The �nalresults for R have been

determ ined by a �twith a constantin a suitable� interval.Thecorresponding errorshave

been com puted by a jackknife procedure. The valueschosen fortand forthe �tintervals

arecollected in TableIII.

Generically,severalcom binationsoftheabovem om enta lead tothesam eQ 2,and several

ratios R contain the form factors at this Q 2 with non-vanishing coe�cients. Hence we

determ ined G e(Q
2) and G m (Q

2) from an (uncorrelated) M INUIT �t ofallthese Rs with
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TABLE III:Sink positionstand �tintervals(in �)used forthe extraction ofthe ratiosR.

� t �tinterval

6.0 13 [4,9]

6.2 17 [6,11]

6.4 23 [7,16]

0 5 10 15 20

τ
−0.4

−0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0 5 10 15 20

τ

FIG .2: The ratios R
pol

3 (left) and R
unpol

4 (right) plotted versus� for� = 6:2,� = 0:1344. Here

~p = ~0 and ~q is the fourth m om entum in the list (29). The verticaldashed lines indicate the �t

range fortheextraction ofthe plateau value.

thecorresponding expressions(24)-(27)om itting alldata pointswheretheerrorforR was

larger than 25% . The results are collected in the tables in Appendix B.A m issing entry

indicates a case where the corresponding form factorcould notbe extracted,e.g.because

wedid nothavesu�ciently m any Rswith lessthan 25% error.
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Thenucleonm assesused canbefoundinTableI.Thecorrespondingerrorswere,however,

nottaken into accountwhen com puting theerrorsoftheform factors.Varying thenucleon

m asses within one standard deviation changed the form factors only by fractions ofthe

quoted statisticalerror.

In general,thenucleon three-pointfunctionsconsistofa quark-line connected contribu-

tion and a quark-line disconnected piece. Unfortunately,the quark-line disconnected piece

isvery hard to com pute (forsom e recent attem ptssee Refs.[17,18,19]). Therefore itis

usuallyneglected,leadingtoonem oresourceofsystem aticuncertainty.However,in thecase

ofexactisospin invariancethedisconnected contribution dropsoutin non-singletquantities

like the isovector form factors. That is why the isovector form factors (Tables VIII-X)

are ourfavorite observables. Nevertheless,we have also com puted the proton form factors

separately ignoring the disconnected contributions. The results are given in Tables XI -

XIII.Regrettably,m eaningfulvaluesoftheelectricform factoroftheneutron could notbe

extracted from ourdata (fora m ore successfulattem ptsee Ref.[20]). The resultsforthe

neutron m agnetic form factorare collected in Tables XIV -XVI. Note thatthe isovector

form factorshavebeen com puted directly (cf.Eq.(9))and notasthedi�erenceoftheproton

and neutron form factors.

IV . C H IR A L EX T R A P O LAT IO N :A FIR ST AT T EM P T

The quark m asses in oursim ulations are considerably larger than in reality leading to

pion m assesabove500 M eV.Hencewecannotcom pareourresultswith experim entaldata

without perform ing a chiralextrapolation. In a �rst analysis ofthe proton results (see

Refs.[21,22])we assum ed a linearquark-m assdependence ofthe form factors. M ore pre-

cisely,weproceeded asfollows.

Schem atically,the relation between a ratio R (three-pointfunction/two-pointfunction)

and theform factorsG e,G m can bewritten in theform

R = hp0jJjpi+ � � � = ceG e + cm G m (30)

with known coe�cientsc e,cm foreach data pointcharacterized by them om enta,thequark

m ass,thespin projection and the space-tim e com ponentofthecurrent.Assum ing a linear

12



quark-m assdependence ofG e and G m weperform ed a 4-param eter�t,

R = ceae(am q)+ cebe + cm am (am q)+ cm bm ; (31)

ofallratios R belonging to the sam e value ofQ 2 in the chirallim it. The resulting form

factors in the chirallim it are typically larger than the experim entaldata. They can be

�tted with a dipole form ,butthe m assesfrom these �tsare considerably largerthan their

phenom enologicalcounterparts[21,22].

W hatcould bethereason forthisdiscrepancy? Severalpossibilitiessuggestthem selves:

�nite-sizee�ects,quenchingerrors,cut-o�e�ectsoruncertaintiesin thechiralextrapolation.

The length L ofthe spatialboxes in our sim ulations is such that the inequality m �L >

4 holds in allcases. Previous experience suggests that in the quenched approxim ation

thisissu�cientto exclude considerable distortionsofthe resultsdue to the �nite volum e.

This assum ption is con�rm ed by sim ulations with W ilson ferm ions,where we have data

on di�erent volum es. Quenching errorsare m uch m ore di�cult to control. However,�rst

sim ulationswith dynam icalferm ionsindicatethat{fortheratherheavy quarkswecan deal

with { the form factors do not change very m uch upon unquenching [22]. Having M onte

Carlo data forthreedi�erentlatticespacings(seeTable I)we can testforcut-o� e�ectsin

the chirally extrapolated form factors,but we �nd them to be hardly signi�cant. So our

chiralextrapolation ought to be reconsidered. Indeed,the chiralextrapolation oflattice

data hasbeen discussed intensively in the recentliterature (see,e.g.,Refs.[19,20,23,24,

25,26,27,28])and ithasbeen pointed outthatthe issue ishighly non-trivial. Therefore

weshallexam inethequark-m assdependence ofourform factorsin m oredetail.

Ideally,one would like to identify a regim e ofparam eters (quark m asses in particular)

wherecontactwith chirale�ective�eld theory (ChEFT)can bem adeon thebasisofresults

likethosepresented forthenucleon form factorsin Ref.[29].Oncetherangeofapplicability

ofthese low-energy e�ective �eld theories has been established, one can use them for a

safe extrapolation to sm aller m asses. However,these schem es do notwork forarbitrarily

large quark m asses (orpion m asses),norforarbitrarily large values ofQ 2. In particular,

the expressions for the form factors worked out in Ref.[29]can be trusted only up to

Q 2 � 0:4GeV2 (see the discussion in Sec.VIA below) . Unfortunately,from our lattice

sim ulations we only have data forvaluesofQ 2 which barely touch the interval0 < Q 2 <

0:4GeV 2.Thereforeweshalltry to describetheQ 2 dependenceofthelatticedata foreach

13



quark m assby asuitableansatz(ofdipoletype)and then study them assdependenceofthe

corresponding param eters.The�tansatzwillalsoserveasan extrapolation ofthem agnetic

form factordown toQ 2 = 0.Sincewecannotcom puteG m (0)directly,such an extrapolation

isrequired anyway to determ inethem agneticm om ent.(Fora di�erentm ethod,which does

notrequire an extrapolation,see Ref.[5].) In Sec.VIIweshallcom eback to a com parison

with ChEFT.

V . IN V EST IG AT IN G T H E Q U A R K -M A SS D EP EN D EN C E

Theanalysisofourform factordata sketched in Sec.IV yielded resultsin thechirallim it

withoutm uch controlovertheapproach to thatlim it.In thissection wewantto study the

quark-m assdependenceoftheform factorsm orethoroughly.Asalready m entioned,to this

end wehaveto m akeuseofa suitabledescription oftheQ 2 dependence.

M otivated by the factthatthe experim entally m easured form factorsatsm allvaluesof

Q 2 can bedescribed by a dipoleform (cf.Eq.(1))we�tted ourdata with theansatz

G l(Q
2) =

A l

(1+ Q 2=M 2
l
)2

; l= e;m ;

Fi(Q
2) =

A i

(1+ Q 2=M 2
i)

2
; i= 1;2: (32)

In the case ofthe form factors G e (F1) we �xed A e = 1 (A 1 = 1). Note that we do

not require the dipole m asses in the two form factors to coincide. Thus our ansatz can

accom odate deviations ofthe ratio G m (0)G e(Q
2)=G m (Q

2) from unity as they have been

observed in recentexperim ents[1,2,3].

Indeed,for allm asses considered in our sim ulations the lattice data can be described

ratherwellby adipoleansatz.In Fig.3weshow exam plesofourdata(form � = 0:648GeV)

togetherwith the dipole �ts. The �tresults are collected in Table XVIIforthe isovector

form factors,in TableXVIIIfortheproton form factorsand in TableXIX forthem agnetic

form factoroftheneutron.

In Figs.4,5 weplottheisovectorelectricdipolem assM v
e,theisovectorm agneticdipole

m assM v
m and the isovector m agnetic m om ent�v (extracted from the Sachsform factors)

versusm �.W em akethefollowing observations.

Scaling violationsin the dipole m assesseem to be sm allerthan the statisticalaccuracy,

since theresultsdo notshow a de�nite trend as� growsfrom 6.0 to 6.4.Forthem agnetic
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FIG .3:Dipole �tsofG v
e data (top)and G

v
m data (bottom )at� = 6:4 and m � = 0:648G eV .

m om entsthesituation islessclear.Therem ightbesom esystem aticshift,though notm uch

largerthan thestatisticalerrors.

The electric dipole m asses tend to becom e slightly sm aller than the m agnetic dipole

m assesasthepion m assdecreasesthough itisnotclearwhetherthisdi�erenceisstatistically
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FIG .4: Isovector dipole m assestogether with linear�ts. The extrapolated value atthe physical

pion m assism arked by a cross. The solid circle indicatesthe phenom enologicalvalue com puted

from theradiigiven in Ref.[30].
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FIG .5: Isovector m agnetic m om ent together with a linear �t. The extrapolated value at the

physicalpion m assism arked by a cross.Thesolid circle indicatesthe experim entalvalue.

signi�cant.Thisbehavioragreesqualitatively with therecentJLAB data [2,3]forG e=G m

in theproton (seeFig.6 below).

The data forthe electric dipole m asses suggest a linear dependence on m �. Therefore

we could not resist tem ptation to perform linear �ts ofthe dipole m asses and m om ents

(extracted from the Sachs form factors) in Tables XVII -XIX in order to obtain values

atthe physicalpion m ass. Ofcourse,atsom e pointthe singularitiesand non-analyticities

arising from theGoldstonebosonsofQCD m ustshow up and willin som eobservableslead

to a departurefrom thesim plelinearbehavior.Itishoweverconceivablethatthishappens

only atrathersm allpion m asses(perhapseven only below thephysicalpion m ass)and thus

doesnotin
uencethevalueatthephysicalpion m asstoo strongly.Onecan try to com bine

theleading non-analyticbehaviorofchiralperturbation theory with a lineardependenceon

m 2
� asitisexpected atlarge quark m assin orderto obtain an interpolation form ula valid

both atsm alland atlarge m asses. Fitting ourform factordata with such a form ula one

endsup rem arkably closeto theexperim entalresults[28].

W eperform ed our�tsseparately foreach � valueaswellasforthecom bined data from
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TABLE IV:Resultsatthe physicalpion m assfrom linear�ts,separately foreach � value aswell

asforthecom bined data.Theexperim entalnum bersforM v
e and M v

m werederived from theradii

given in Ref.[30](cf.Eq.(44)below).

� = 6:0 � = 6:2 � = 6:4 com bined experim ent

M v
e [G eV] 0:78(3) 0:82(3) 0:77(3) 0:789(10) 0:75

M v
m [G eV] 0:87(15) 0:94(13) 0:93(10) 0:93(7) 0:79

�v 3:9(8) 3:9(6) 3:9(6) 3:7(4) 4:71

M
p
e [G eV] 0:80(3) 0:84(3) 0:80(2) 0:807(15) 0:84

M
p
m [G eV] 0:93(15) 0:94(13) 0:92(10) 0:93(7) 0:84

�p 2:3(5) 2:4(4) 2:4(3) 2:3(2) 2:79

M n
m [G eV] 0:83(16) 0:88(15) 0:91(11) 0:89(8) 0:84

�n � 1:6(4) � 1:6(3) � 1:5(3) � 1:47(17) � 1:91

allthree � values. The results are presented in Table IV together with the experim ental

num bers.Fortheisovectordipolem assesand theisovectorm agneticm om entthe�tcurves

(from the joint �ts for all� values) are plotted in Figs.4,5. The corresponding plots

forthe proton and neutron data look sim ilar. In the case ofthe electric dipole m ass,the

extrapolated resultliesrem arkably closetotheexperim entalvalue.Forthem agneticdipole

m assand them agneticm om enttheagreem entislessgood,butstillsatisfactory in view of

therelatively largestatisticalerrors.

Using thedipoleapproxim ationsoftheproton form factorswith theextrapolated dipole

m assesasgiven in the�fth colum n ofTableIV wecan now com pare

�
p G

p
e(Q

2)

G
p
m (Q 2)

=
(1+ Q 2=(M p

m )
2)
2

(1+ Q 2=(M
p
e)2)

2
(33)

with the experim entaldata from Refs.[2,3]. This is done in Fig.6. Especially for the

largervaluesofQ 2 we �nd good agreem ent,although thelattice data only covertherange

Q 2 < 2GeV 2 and forQ 2 > 2GeV 2 thecurve representsan extrapolation.Itisperhapsnot

too surprising thattheagreem entim provesasQ 2 grows:LargerQ 2 probesm allerdistances

inside the proton where the in
uence ofthe pion cloud,which is only insu�ciently taken

into accountin thequenched approxim ation,isdim inished.
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FIG .6: The ratio �pG
p
e=G

p
m from the chirally extrapolated dipole �tsofthe proton form factors

(curve)com pared with the experim entaldata from Refs.[2](squares)and [3](circles). The error

band (indicated by thehatched area)hasbeen com puted from theerrorsoftheextrapolated dipole

m asses.Forthe experim entalnum bersonly the statisticalerrorsareshown.

V I. R ESU LT S FR O M C H IR A L EFFEC T IV E FIELD T H EO RY

A . From diagram s to form factors

Forthe com parison with ChEFT we choose the isovectorform factors,because they do

notsu�erfrom the problem ofquark-line disconnected contributions. Recently,a calcula-

tion forthequark-m assdependence oftheisovectoranom alousm agneticm om enthasbeen

presented [24]. The authors em ployed a ChEFT with explicit nucleon and � degrees of

freedom ,called theSm allScaleExpansion (SSE)[31].Itwasargued [24]thatthestandard

power-counting ofChEFT had to bechanged to obtain a well-behaved chiralexpansion { in

particular,theleading isovectorN � transition couplingc V (nottobeconfused with theim -

provem entcoe�cientused earlier)had to beincluded in theleading-orderLagrangian.For

detailswerefertoRef.[24].Theform ula forthenucleon m assobtained in thisfram ework is

given in Eq.(A1).Hereweextend thisanalysisfrom them agneticm om entstotheDiracand
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FIG .7: O ne-loop diagram sin SSE contributing to the electrom agnetic form factors. The wiggly

line representsan externalvector�eld.

Pauliform factorsofthe nucleon,utilizing the sam e Lagrangiansand couplingsasin [24].

To leading one-loop order(O (�3)in SSE)12 diagram sshown in Fig.7 haveto beevaluated

in addition to theshort-distancecontributions.Thecalculation followsvery closely theone

presented in Ref.[29],wherefurthertechnicaldetailsofform factorcalculationsin ChEFT

are discussed. The m ain di�erence between ouranalysishere and Ref.[29]arisesfrom the

m odi�ed counting ofcV ,leading totheadditionaldiagram s(k)and (l)in Fig.7.Evaluating

alldiagram sin theBreitfram e,weidentify theisovectorform factorsF v
1(q

2)and F v
2(q

2)via
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theO (�3)relation fortheproton m atrix elem ent

hp2j
�
�u
�u� �d
�d

�
jp1iBreit =

e

N 1N 2

�uv(r2)

��

F
v
1 (q

2)+
q2

4(M 0
N
)2
F

v
2 (0)+ O (�4)

�

v�

+
1

M 0
N

�
F

v
1 (0)+ F

v
2 (q

2)+ O (�4)
�
[S�;S�]q

�

�

uv(r1) (34)

written in M inkowskispace notation. Here M 0
N is the nucleon m ass in the chirallim it

and uv(ri)denotes a nucleon spinor with the norm alization N i asgiven in Ref.[29]. The

quantity S� denotes the Pauli-Lubanskispin-vector,S� = i

2

5���v

�. The four-vector v�

(v2 = 1)isconnected to the usualfour-m om entum vectorp� = M 0
N v

� + r�,where r� isa

softm om entum . Furtherdetailsregarding calculationsin thisnon-relativistic ChEFT can

befound in Ref.[31].

Neverthelesswehavetodiscusssom esubtletiesbehind Eq.(34)tobeabletocom parethe

ChEFT resultsto latticedata.In (lattice)QCD a changein thequark m assdoesnotonly

lead to a change in �v and �v,butatthe sam e tim e also to a change in the nucleon m ass.

However,this variation ofthe nucleon m ass { corresponding to a quark-m ass dependent

\m agneton" { is not accounted for at the order in ChEFT we are working at,as can be

seen from the presence ofthe nucleon m ass in the chirallim it M 0
N in Eq.(34). Hence,

before com paring with the lattice results,we have to elim inate this e�ect. W e do so by

de�ning \norm alized" m agneticm om entswhich arem easured relativeto thephysicalm ass

ofthenucleon M
phys

N
and so aregiven in unitsof\physical" m agnetons.These norm alized

m agneticm om entscan then bem atched totheform ulaefrom ChEFT with M 0
N replaced by

M
phys

N
.

W ede�nethenorm alized m agneticm om entby

�
v
norm := �

v
lattice

M
phys

N

M lattice
N

=
M

phys

N

M lattice
N

+ �
lattice
v

M
phys

N

M lattice
N

; (35)

Correspondingly,wetakeforthenorm alized anom alousm agneticm om ent

�
norm
v := �

lattice
v

M
phys

N

M lattice
N

(36)

such that

�
v
norm =

M
phys

N

M lattice
N

+ �
norm
v : (37)

Athigherordersin thechiralexpansion,thequark-m assdependenceofthenucleon m asswill

m anifestitselfin them atrix elem ent(34),and the�tswillhaveto bem odi�ed accordingly.
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B . Form factors at O (�3)

FortheisovectorDiracform factorweobtain

F
v
1(q

2)= 1+
1

(4�F �)
2

�

q
2

�
68

81
c
2
A �

2

3
g
2
A � 2B

(r)
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�

+ q
2

�
40

27
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2
A �
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3
g
2
A �

1
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�

log
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m �

�

i
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Z 1
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dx
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�

�
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x(1� x)
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��
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m 2
�

�
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dx

�
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9
c
2
Aq

2
x(1� x)

�logR(~m )
p
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�

�

Z 1

0

dx
32

3
c
2
A�

hp
� 2 � m2� logR(m �)�

p
� 2 � ~m2logR(~m )

i�

+ O (�4): (38)

To thesam eorderone�nds

F
v
2(q

2)= �v(m �)� g
2
A

4�M N

(4�F �)
2

Z
1

0

dx

hp
~m 2 � m�

i

+
32c2AM N �
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2
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dx

�
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log

�
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� log

h
m �

2�

i
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p
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�
logR(~m )�

p
� 2 � m2�

�
logR(m �)

#

(39)

fortheisovectorPauliform factor,wherewehaveused theabbreviations

R(m )=
�

m
+

r
� 2

m 2
� 1; ~m2 = m

2
� � q

2
x(1� x): (40)

Furtherm ore,the isovector anom alous m agnetic m om ent �v(m �) appearing in Eq.(39) is

given by

�v(m �)= �
0
v �

g2A m �M N

4�F 2
�

+
2c2A�M N

9�2F 2
�

( r

1�
m 2

�

� 2
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� 8E
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1 (�)M N m
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4cAcV gAM N m
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� 3=2
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�

1�
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�

2� 2

�

log

h
m �

2�

i
)

(41)

to O (�3). As already m entioned,to this order the nucleon m ass M N is a �xed num ber

in the above expression,independentofthequark m ass,and we shalllateridentify itwith

M
phys

N
.NotethatEq.(41)correspondstocaseC in theterm inologyofRef.[24].Ofcourse,it

agreeswith theresultobtained in Ref.[24]becausethem agneticm om entsareautom atically

contained in a calculation oftheform factors,ascan beseen from thediagram sofFig.7.

22



TABLE V:Em piricalvaluesofthe param eters.

Param eter Em piricalvalue

gA 1:267

cA 1:125

F� 0:0924 G eV

M N 0:9389 G eV

� 0:2711 G eV

�
phys
v 3:71

�
phys
s � 0:12

Theexpressions(38)and(39)containanum berofphenom enologicalparam eters:thepion

decay constantF�,theleadingaxialN �coupling c A (denoted by g�N � in Ref.[29]),theax-

ialcouplingofthenucleon gA,thenucleon m assM N and the�(1232)-nucleon m asssplitting

� = M � � MN . In addition,there is one param eter notdirectly related to phenom enol-

ogy,B
(r)

10 (�). Thiscounterterm atthe renorm alization scale � param etrizesshort-distance

contributionsto the Diracradiusdiscussed in the nextsubsection.Furtherparam etersare

encountered in theexpression (41)for�v(m �):theisovectoranom alousm agneticm om entof

thenucleon in thechirallim it�0v,theleadingisovectorN �couplingc V and thecounterterm

E
(r)

1 (�),which leadsto quark-m assdependentshort-distancecontributionsto �v.

The only di�erence ofthe above results forthe form factorscom pared to the form ulae

given in Ref.[29]lies in the m ass dependence of�v(m �),as the two additionaldiagram s

(l)and (k)ofFig.7 do notm odify the m om entum dependence atO (�3). The authorsof

Ref.[29]wereonly interested in thephysicalpointm � = m phys
� .Hencethey �xed �v(m

phys
� )

to the em piricalvalue �physv = 3:71. In addition,one m ay determ ine the counterterm B
(r)

10

such thatthe phenom enologicalvalue ofthe isovectorDirac radiusrv1 isreproduced. This

leadsto B
(r)

10 (600M eV)= 0:34.Using fortheotherparam etersthephenom enologicalvalues

asgiven in TableV and inserting (38)and (39)in (6)onegetsarathergood agreem entwith

the experim entalSachsform factorsforvaluesofQ 2 up to about0:4GeV 2,asexem pli�ed

in Fig.8 by a com parison with the dispersion-theoreticaldescription [30]ofthe isovector

form factors.In addition weshow in Fig.8 thedipoleapproxim ationsderived from theSSE

form ulae,which willbeexplained in Sec.VIC.
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FIG .8:Com parison ofthedispersion-theoreticaldescription oftheisovectornucleon form factors

with the SSE curvesand the dipoleapproxim ationsfollowing from theSSE.
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Herewewanttostudy thequark-m assdependenceoftheform factors.Strictly speaking,

in such a study allthe param etersshould be taken in the chirallim it. To order�3 in the

SSE,them � dependence ofF1 and F2 isthen given by theexpressions(38),(39),(41).For

com parison we note that in Ref.[29]a function �v(m �) was found which corresponds to

schem eB in thelanguageofRef.[24].In thislatterpaper,schem eB washowevershown to

beinsu�cientto describelarge-m asslatticedata whileschem eC turned outto work m uch

better. Another recent calculation [32]ofthe nucleon form factors utilizes a relativistic

fram ework forbaryon chiralperturbation theory.However,asdem onstrated in Ref.[24],it

isnotable to describe the m assdependence ofthe lattice data for�v. Therefore we shall

notconsideritforour�ts.

Unfortunately,form ostofthe param etersthe valuesin the chirallim itare only poorly

known.Thatiswhy we shallusually work with thephenom enologicalnum bersasgiven in

TableV with thenotableexception oftheanom alousm agneticm om ent.

C . Form factor radii

From ourlattice sim ulationswe only have data forvaluesofQ 2 which barely touch the

interval0 < Q 2 < 0:4GeV 2. Therefore a direct com parison with (38) and (39) does not

m ake sense (although the Q 2 range in which the leading one-loop resultsofEqs.(38)and

(39)areapplicablecould depend on m �)and wehaveto resortto anotherprocedure,which

exploitsthedipole�tsofourlatticeform factors(seeSec.VII).

The dipole m asses ofthe form factorsare closely related to the radiiri de�ned by the

Taylorexpansion ofFi around q
2 = 0:

Fi(q
2)= Fi(0)

�

1+
1

6
r
2
iq

2 + O (q4)

�

: (42)

IfonedescribestheSachsform factorsby thedipoleform ulae

G e(q
2) =

1

(1+ Q 2=M 2
e)

2
;

G m (q
2) =

G m (0)

(1+ Q 2=M 2
m )

2
; (43)

them assesM e and M m arerelated to theaboveradiiby

1

M 2
e

=
r21

12
+

�

8M 2
N

;
1

M 2
m

=
r21 + �r22

12(1+ �)
: (44)
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W enoteagain thatwedo notdem and thetwo dipolem assesto beequal.Henceviolations

oftheuniform dipolebehaviorcan beaccounted for.

From Eqs.(38)and (39)we can calculate the radiito O (�3) in SSE.Forthe isovector

Diracradiusoneobtains

(rv1)
2
= �

1

(4�F �)
2

n

1+ 7g2A +
�
10g2A + 2

�
log

h
m �

�

io

�
12B

(r)

10 (�)

(4�F �)
2

+
c2A

54�2F 2
�

(

26+ 30log

h
m �

�

i

+ 30
�

p
� 2 � m2�

log

"

�

m �

+

s

� 2

m 2
�

� 1

#)

: (45)

Theterm sin the�rstbracketofEq.(45)originatefrom Goldstoneboson dynam icsaround a

spin 1/2nucleon (diagram s(a)-(f)in Fig.7),thecounterterm B
(r)

10 (�),which dependson the

regularization scale �,param etrizesshort-distance contributionsto the Dirac radius(\the

nucleon core"),and theterm sin thesecond bracketarisefrom Goldstoneboson 
uctuations

around an interm ediate �(1232)state (diagram s(g)-(l)in Fig.7).Evaluating these term s

atan interm ediate regularization scale �= 600M eV with theparam etersgiven in TableV

oneobtains

(rv1)
2 = (0:41(N �)+ 0:29(��))fm 2 �

12B
(r)

10 (600M eV)

(4�F �)
2

: (46)

Note thatthe totalresultfor(rv1)
2 dependsonly ratherweakly on the regularization scale

when � variesbetween 500 and 700 M eV,asthe scale dependence ofthe N � and the ��

contributionsworksin oppositedirection.

Com pared to the em piricalvalue (rv1)
2
exp = 0:585fm 2 [30]the leading one-loop contribu-

tionsfrom the Goldstone boson cloud tend to overestim ate the Dirac radius(squared)by

20% .In Ref.[29]itwasargued thatonecan alwaysadjusttheshort-distancecounterterm

B
(r)

10 (�)to reproduce the physicalisovectorDirac radius,e.g.,B
(r)

10 (600M eV)= 0:34 works

fortheparam etersofTableV.

Here,however,wedo notwantto follow thisphilosophy.Itwould m ean thattheleading

contribution of the \nucleon core" to the square of the isovector Dirac radius becom es

negative. W e consider such a scenario as unphysical. In the following we therefore set

B
(r)

10 (600M eV)= 0 (vanishing corecontribution)and conclude thattheO (�3)SSE form ula

ofEq.(45)isnotaccurate enough to describe the quark-m assdependence ofthe isovector

Dirac radius. Hence we can only expect a qualitative picture ofthe chiralextrapolation

curveforthisquantity,asshown in Sec.VIIB.
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Fortheleading one-loop isovectorPauliradius(squared)oneobtains

(rv2)
2
=

g2AM N

8F 2
��v(m �)�m �

+
c2AM N

9F 2
��v(m �)�

2
p
� 2 � m2�

log

"

�

m �

+

s

� 2

m 2
�

� 1

#

+
24M N

�v(m �)
B c2:

(47)

The leading non-analytic quark-m ass dependence � m�1� is generated via the Goldstone

boson cloud around a nucleon (diagram s(a)-(f)ofFig.7),whereasthe corresponding dia-

gram swith aninterm ediate�(1232)state(diagram s(g)-(k)in Fig.7)producetherem aining

quark-m assdependence.

Atleading one-loop order,in standard chiralcounting onewould notencountertheterm

/ B c2 (see Eq.(39)) which param etrizes the short-distance (\core") contributions to the

Pauliradiusanalogousto B
(r)

10 (�)in the Dirac radius(45). However,such a term { which

should be presentaccording to the physicsreasoning alluded to above { isknown to exist,

seeterm no.54 in Ref.[33].Utilizing theparam etersofTableV one�nds(forthephysical

pion m ass)thefollowing contributionsto theradius:

(rv2)
2 =

�
0:53(N �)+ 0:09(��)+ 0:24GeV 3

B c2

�
fm 2

; (48)

which withoutthe\coreterm " / B c2 aretoosm allby 20% when com pared to theem pirical

value(rv2)
2
exp = 0:797fm 2 [30].Setting B c2 = 0:74GeV �3 forthephysicalparam etersconsid-

ered here (see Table V)one can reproduce the dispersion theoreticalresultwith a positive

corecontribution.W eshallstudythechiralextrapolation function of(rv2)
2 with and without

thiscore term in Sec.VIIB to testwhetherourphysicalintuition regarding thisstructure

holdstrue.

The radii(45) and (47) display m uch fewer quark-m ass dependent term s than �v(m �)

in Eq.(41)though allthree quantities are calculated to the sam e O (�3)accuracy in SSE.

This seem s to have its origin in the factthatone hasto take outa factorofq2 from the

O (�3)expression fortheform factorsin Eqs.(38),(39)in ordertoobtain theradius,leaving

only afew possiblestructuresforquark-m assdependentterm satthisorder.From thepoint

ofview ofChEFT itistherefore m ore involved to getthe quark-m assdependence ofradii

undercontrolthan itisto study the quark-m assdependence oftheform factorsatq2 = 0.

In Sec.VIIweshallcom paretheChEFT form ulaewith thelatticedata.

Even withoutthe additionalcore term in Eq.(47)the dipole form ulae with the above

expressionsforthe radiireproduce the dispersion-theoreticalform factorsquite accurately
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TABLE VI:Fitvaluesfrom �tsofEqs.(41)and (49)to lattice data.

Param eter Value from Ref.[24]

�0v 5:1(4)

cV � 2:26(6)G eV �1

E
(r)

1 (0:6G eV) � 4:93(10)G eV �3

�0s � 0:11

E 2 0:074G eV �3

forsm alland m oderatevaluesofQ 2 ascan beseen from thedashed curvesin Fig.8.This

observation constitutesa furtherargum entin favorofourdipole �ts. Em piricalisovector

dipolem assescan becom puted from thephenom enologicalisovectorradii.One�ndsM v
e =

0:75GeV and M v
m = 0:79GeV.

A �nalrem ark concernsthe applicability ofthe above form ulae to quenched data. Ob-

viously,standard ChEFT presupposes the presence ofsea quarks. However,as �rst un-

quenched sim ulations show, there is little di�erence between quenched and unquenched

results at presently accessible quark m asses. It is therefore not unreasonable to com pare

(38),(39)and (41)with quenched data. Alternatively,one could try to develop quenched

chiralperturbation theory forthe form factors. For�rstattem ptssee,e.g.,Refs.[19,34].

On theotherhand,thesizeofourquark m assesm ay lead to doubtson theapplicability of

one-loop ChEFT results.Only furtherinvestigationscan clarify thisissue.Herewe sim ply

try to �nd outhow farwecan getwith theavailableform ulae.

V II. C O M PA R ISO N W IT H C H IR A L EFFEC T IV E FIELD T H EO RY

A . C om parison w ith previous extrapolations for �v(m �)

Hem m ertand W eise [24]�tted latticeresultsforthenorm alized isovectorm agneticm o-

m ent�normv with theO (�3)form ula(41)using�0v,cV and E
(r)

1 (�)as�tparam etersand �xing

the other param eters attheir phenom enologicalvalues (see Table V). Their �t yielded a

rather strong m � dependence of�normv for sm allm �. The values they obtained for their

�tparam etersare given in Table VI. A sim ilarly strong m � dependence had already been
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FIG .9: O ur results for the isovector (norm alized) m agnetic m om ents com pared with the SSE

extrapolation curve ofRef.[24].Thesolid circle representsthe experim entalvalue of�v.

observed in Refs.[25,26]for the m agnetic m om ents ofthe proton and the neutron. In

Fig.9 we plotourdata togetherwith the curve corresponding to the �tofRef.[24]. The

com parison indicatesthatthedata used in Ref.[24]liesom ewhatbelow ours.

B . C om bined �ts

TheresultsofRef.[24]show thatusingtheSSE itispossibletoconnecttheexperim ental

value ofthe m agnetic m om entwith the lattice data. Thisraisesthe question whetherone

could notobtain a sim ilarly good description ofthe radiiby �tting the SSE expression to

thesim ulation results.From thepointofview ofChEFT them assdependenceoftheDirac

and Pauliradius is m uch sim pler to discuss than that ofthe analogous Sachs quantities.

Hencewe shallbaseouranalysison rv1 and r
v
2 instead ofM

v
e and M v

m .Note,however,that

the num ericaldata in the following discussion are taken from the dipole �ts ofthe Sachs

form factors.

Because cut-o� e�ects seem to be sm allwe �tted the results from allthree � values

togethertaking into accountalldata pointswith m � < 1GeV.W ekeptF�,M N ,cA and �
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TABLE VII:Resultsofa com bined �t(with and withoutcore term )ofisovector Pauliradiiand

anom alousm agnetic m om ents.

Param eter Fitted value Fitted value

withoutcore term

�0v 5:1(8) 4:5(9)

cV � 2:3(5)G eV �1 � 2:5(6)G eV �1

E
(r)

1 (0:6G eV) � 4:8(8)G eV �3 � 5:1(9)G eV �3

B c2 0:41(4)G eV �3 0:0G eV �3

�2 19:2 185:9

attheirphenom enologicalvalues(seeTableV),�xed therenorm alization scale�at0:6GeV

and chose B
(r)

10 (0:6GeV) = 0 for the reason explained in Sec.VIC. Furtherm ore,we set

gA = 1:2,which isthevaluein thechirallim itobtained in a recentChEFT analysis[35]of

quenched lattice data. Thisleaves uswith four�tparam eters: �0v,cV ,E
(r)

1 (0:6GeV)and

B c2.AstheDiracradiusr
v
1 isindependentoftheseparam eters,weperform ed asim ultaneous

�tof(rv2)
2(m �)and �

norm
v (m �).Theresultsarecollected in thesecond colum n ofTableVII.

Plotsofourdata togetherwith the �tcurves are shown in Figs.10,11. Leaving outthe

coreterm in rv2,i.e.setting B c2 = 0,leadstotheparam etervaluesgiven in thethird colum n

ofTableVII.Thecorresponding curvesareshown asdashed linesin the�gures.

The lattice data forthe isovector anom alousm agnetic m om entare very welldescribed

by thechiralextrapolation curve,in particularifoneallowsfora (sm all)corecontribution

via B c2. Interestingly,the chiralextrapolation function com esratherclose to the physical

point,although the lightest lattice points are quite farfrom the physicalworld and large

curvatureisrequired.M oreover,thechirallim itvalue�0v and thevaluesoftheothertwo �t

param etersE
(r)

1 and cV in thesecond colum n ofTableVIIcom pareastonishingly wellwith

the num bers found in Ref.[24](see Table VI)providing uswith som e con�dence in their

determ ination.Thelatticedata fortheisovectorPauliradius(squared)arealso reasonably

welldescribed by the chiralextrapolation function ofEq.(47),at least for pion m asses

below 800 M eV.The e�ectofthe �nite core size ofthe nucleon (param etrized via B c2)is

m orevisible in thisquantity than in �v.W hile thephenom enologicalvalueatthephysical

pointism issed by ourcentralcurveforrv2(m �),itwould liewithin theerrorband,given the

30



0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
m [GeV]

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

(r
1v )2

[f
m

2 ]

= 6.40
= 6.20
= 6.00

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
m [GeV]

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

(r
2v )2

[f
m

2 ]

= 6.40
= 6.20
= 6.00

FIG .10: Isovector radiicom pared with �t curves. For the �t param eters see Table VII. The

dashed line correspondsto the �twithoutcore term .Thesolid circlesrepresentthe experim ental

values.
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FIG .11:Isovector(norm alized)anom alousm agneticm om entscom pared with (com bined)�t.For

the �tparam eterssee Table VII. The dashed line correspondsto the �twithoutcore term . The

solid circle representstheexperim entalvalue of�v.

relatively largeerrorsofthe�tparam eters.W enotethatthe1=m � chiralsingularity shows

up ratherstrongly,dom inating thecurvatureoutto pion m assesaround 0:3GeV.

W hile our generalization ofthe ChEFT analysis ofRef.[24]describes the \m agnetic"

quantities�v and r
v
2 reasonablywell,itisnotsuccessfulfortheisovectorDiracradius.Ascan

beseen in Fig.10,thechiralextrapolation function dropstoofastwith m � and even reaches

zeroaround m � = 1GeV.Rem em berthatDiracradiusdatawerenotincluded in the�tand

the curve shown correspondsto the \no-core term " scenario with B
(r)

10 (� = 0:6GeV)= 0.

One could im prove the agreem ent between the lattice data and the chiralextrapolation

curve by allowing B
(r)

10 to provide a positive core contribution,which would shiftthe curve

upwardstowardsthedata.However,thiswould resultin extrem ely largevaluesfor(rv1)
2 at

thephysicalpoint,astheshapeisnotm odi�ed by B
(r)

10 .On theotherhand,thesim ulation

data them selveslook com pletely reasonable,indicating thatforpion m assesaround 1GeV,

forwhich the pion cloud should beconsiderably reduced,the square ofthe Diracradiusof

thenucleon hasshrunk to � 0:25fm2,lessthan halfofthevalueatthephysicalpoint.One
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reason forthisfailureofEq.(45)m ightliein im portanthigherordercorrectionsin ChEFT

which could soften thestrong m � dependence originating from thechirallogarithm .

Nevertheless,oneshould also notforgetthatherewe aredealing with a quenched sim u-

lation. Given that(rv1)
2 atthe physicalpointisnearly com pletely dom inated by the pion

cloud (forlow valuesof�,cf.Eq.(46))itisconceivablethattheDiracradiusofthenucleon

m ightbesensitiveto thee�ectsof(un)quenching.W ethereforeconcludethatespecially for

rv1 a lotofwork rem ainsto bedone,both on thelevelofChEFT,wherethenext-to-leading

one-loop contributionsneed tobeevaluated,aswellason thelevelofthesim ulations,where

a sim ilaranalysisasthe one presented here hasto be perform ed based on fully dynam ical

con�gurations.

Ofcourse,one can think ofalternative �t strategies,which di�er by the choice ofthe

�xed param eters. Forexam ple,one m ightleave also cA and � free in addition to the four

param etersused above.In this(ora sim ilar)way itispossible to forcethe�tthrough the

data pointsfor(rv1)
2 also,butthen the physicalpointism issed by a considerable am ount.

So wem ustconcludethatatthepresentlevelofaccuracy theSSE expression fortheDirac

radiusisnotsu�cient to connect the M onte Carlo data in a physically sensible way with

thephenom enologicalvalue.

C . B eyond the isovector channel

W hileChEFT (to theorderconsidered in Ref.[24])yieldstheratherintricateexpression

(41)forthequark-m assdependenceoftheisovectoranom alousm agneticm om ent,theanal-

ogousexpression fortheisoscalaranom alousm agneticm om ent�s = �p + �n ofthenucleon

ism uch sim pler,

�s(m �)= �
0
s � 8E2M N m

2
� ; (49)

becausetheGoldstoneboson contributionsto thisquantity only startto appearatthetwo-

loop level[36].Thenew counterterm E 2 param etrizesquark-m assdependentshort-distance

contributions to �s. The error bars ofthe lattice data are quite large com pared to the

sm allisoscalaranom alousm agneticm om ent.Therefore,any analysisbased on (49)and the

presentlatticeresultsm ustbeconsidered with greatcaution,them oreso,sincethelattice

data are also a�icted with the problem ofthe disconnected contributions. In spite ofall
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FIG .12: Isoscalar(norm alized)anom alousm agnetic m om entscom pared with SSE �t. The solid

circle represents the experim entalvalue of�s. The cross with the attached error bar shows the

value atm
phys
� .

these caveats,we now turn to a discussion ofthe m agnetic m om ents and com binationsof

them which arenotpurely isovectorquantities.

In Fig.12 wepresentthenorm alized valuesof�s togetherwith a �tusing Eq.(49).The

valuesof�s havebeen com puted as�p + �n from theproton and neutron dipole�tsofG m ,

and theerrorshave been determ ined by errorpropagation.W eobtain �0s = � 0:04(15)and

E 2 = � 0:004(25)GeV�3 . These num bersare to be com pared with the �tparam etersfrom

Ref.[24]given in TableVI.Thelargestatisticalerrorsm akede�nitestatem entsdi�cult.

Having determ ined �v(m �)aswellas�s(m �)wecan now discussthechiralextrapolation

ofproton and neutron data separately. For�0v,cV ,E
(r)

1 ,B c2 we choose the valuesgiven in

the second colum n ofTable VIItogetherwith gA = 1:2,while for�0s and E 2 we take the

num bersgiven above and the rem aining param etersare �xed attheirphysicalvalues(see

TableV).

In Fig.13wecom paretheresultingextrapolation functionswith thelatticeresultsforthe

anom alousm agnetic m om ents. The extrapolation functionsare surprisingly wellbehaved.
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FIG .13:Anom alousm agnetic m om entsofproton and neutron (norm alized)with chiralextrapo-

lation curves.Thesolid circlesrepresenttheexperim entalvalues.

Despitethelargegap between m phys
� and thelowestdatapointand thesubstantialcurvature

involved they extrapolatetothephysicalpointand tothechirallim itin avery sensibleway.

Finally,wewantto com pareourresultswith thepredictionsfrom theconstituentquark

m odel. Such com parisonsare usually perform ed forratiosofobservablesto avoid norm al-

ization problem s.Undertheassum ption thattheconstituentquark m assm q = m u � md is

equalto M N =3 also forvarying m q,oneobtainsthewell-known SU(6)result

�p

�n
=
�pnorm

�nnorm
= �

3

2
(50)

and sim ilarly

�p

�n
=
�normp

�normn

= � 1: (51)

In Fig.14weshow theratiooftheanom alousm agneticm om ents�p=�n,which isidentical

totheratioofthenorm alized anom alousm agneticm om ents,asafunction ofthepion m ass.

Thelatticedata and ourextrapolation function stay rathercloseto thestaticSU(6)quark

m odelvalueof� 1 in them assrangeconsidered here.
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FIG .14:Theratio �p=�n (identicalto theratio ofthe norm alized anom alousm agnetic m om ents)

with chiralextrapolation curve. The dotted line shows the value � 1:0 predicted by the non-

relativistic quark m odel.Thesolid circle representstheexperim entalvalue.

V III. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have perform ed a detailed study of the electrom agnetic nucleon form factors

within quenched lattice QCD em ploying a fully non-perturbative O (a)-im provem entofthe

ferm ionicaction and oftheelectrom agneticcurrent.Com pared with previousstudies[4,5]

we have accum ulated m uch higherstatistics,yetourstatisticalerrorsappearto be rather

large.W hilethese olderinvestigationsused onelatticespacing only,we have data atthree

di�erentlatticespacings.So wecould study thediscretization errorsand found them to be

sm all.

Asthe quark m asses in oursim ulations are considerably largerthan in reality,we had

to dealwith chiralextrapolations.Them oste�ective way to handlethisproblem proceeds

via a suitable param etrization ofthe Q 2 dependence ofthe form factors. Indeed,ourdata

can bedescribed reasonably wellby dipole�ts.Then thequark-m assdependence ofthe�t

param eters(dipolem asses,in particular)can bestudied.Assum ing a lineardependenceon

thepion m assoneendsup rem arkably closeto thephysicalvalues,in spiteofthefactthat
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the singularities arising from the Goldstone bosons ofQCD m ust show up at som e point

invalidating such a sim plepicture.Nevertheless,thedi�erencebetween theelectricand the

m agnetic dipole m asswhich we obtain atthe physicalpion m assisin (sem i-quantitative)

agreem entwith recentexperim entalresults[2,3].

Ideally, the chiralextrapolation should be guided by ChEFT.However, m ost of the

existing chiralexpansions do nottake into accountquenching artefactsand are therefore,

strictly speaking,notapplicable to ourdata. But�rstsim ulationswith dynam icalquarks

indicate that atthe quark m asses considered in this paper quenching e�ects are sm allso

thatquenched chiralperturbation theory isnotrequired. W hile in thisrespectthe size of

ourquark m assesm ightbehelpful,itleadson theotherhand todoubtson theapplicability

ofChEFT.Indeed,only a reorganisation ofthe standard chiralperturbation theory series

allowed Hem m ertand W eise[24]to describewith a singleexpression thephenom enological

value ofthe isovector anom alous m agnetic m om ent ofthe nucleon as wellas (quenched)

latticedata.Fora di�erentapproach to thesam eproblem seeRefs.[25,26,28].

W e have extended the analysis ofthe m agnetic m om ents ofthe nucleon ofRef.[24]to

thegeneralcaseofnucleon electrom agnetic form factors.Given thatthese calculationsare

reliableonly forQ 2 < 0:4GeV 2,no directcom parison with ourlatticedata,taken athigher

valuesofQ 2,could be perform ed. Instead we have converted the dipole m assesextracted

from oursim ulationsinto form factorradii,which could then becom pared with theChEFT

form ulae. Largerlatticesallowing sm allervaluesofQ 2 would be required,ifone aim sata

directcom parison with theChEFT resultsfortheform factors.

Aslow-order(one-loop)ChEFT isinsu�cient to sim ultaneously accountforthe quark-

m assdependence ofthenucleon m assand theform factorsin thecurrentm atrix elem ents,

wewereforced to \norm alize" them agneticm om entscom puted on thelatticebefore�tting

them with the ChEFT form ulae.Higher-ordercalculationsin ChEFT,atleastatthe two-

loop level,would berequired to avoid thisnecessity.

In the isovector channela com bined �tof�v(m �)and the Pauliradiusrv2(m �)yielded

extrapolation functions which describe the lattice data quite welland extrapolate (albeit

with large errorbar)close to the physicalpoint. Forthe isovectorDirac radiusrv1(m �)no

chiralextrapolation function could beobtained thatisconsistentboth with thelatticedata

and known phenom enology atthephysicalpoint.Furtherstudiesareneeded to resolvethis

discrepancy,both in ChEFT regarding higherordercorrectionsand on the sim ulation side
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investigating quenching e�ects. (For an alternative view see Ref.[27].) The param eters

obtained in the �tsarewellconsistentwith those found in Ref.[24].In particular,we �nd

�0v = 5:1� 0:8 asthechirallim itvaluefortheisovectoranom alousm agneticm om entofthe

nucleon.

The isoscalar sector is plagued by large uncertainties in the lattice data. The chiral

dynam icscontributing to extrapolation functionsin thissectorseem sto be dom inated by

analytic term s. Quantitative studiescan only be perform ed once the statisticsofthe data

isim proved and disconnected contributionsare taken into account. The ratio �p=�n could

bewelldescribed by ourchiralextrapolation and wasfound in rem arkableagreem entwith

theconstituentquark m odel.

Theleading one-loop calculation in theSSE isfound to describe thequark-m assdepen-

dence ofm agnetic quantities quite well. Unfortunately,atthe m om ent we do not have a

ChEFT with appropriate counting schem e that sim ultaneously describes the quark-m ass

dependence in allfourquantities�v,�s,r
v
1,r

v
2 atleading one-loop order. Itrem ainsto be

seen whether the discrepancies found in rv1(m �) can be resolved in a next-to-leading one-

loop SSE calculation oftheform factors.The�guresin thispapershow thatChEFT often

predictslargee�ectsatvaluesofm � lighterthan thoseweused in ourlatticesim ulations.In

orderto con�rm thepredictionsofChEFT,and in orderto extrapolatereliably to physical

quark m asses,we need sim ulations atm uch sm aller values ofm �. M oreover,itwould be

desirable to com pute the quark-line disconnected contributions.Im portantprogressisalso

to beexpected from theongoing sim ulationswith dynam icalferm ions.
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A P P EN D IX A

Here we want to present the nucleon m ass as a function ofthe pion m ass in the sam e

form alism thatisused forthe electrom agnetic form factors,i.e.in the SSE to O (�3). The

corresponding diagram sareshown in Fig.15.One�nds

M N = M
0
N � 4c1m

2
� �

3g2A

32�F 2
�

m
3
�

�
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3�2F 2
�

�
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4
�m 2

�

�

� 4e1m
4
� ; (A1)

where

R(m )=
�

m
+

r
� 2

m 2
� 1: (A2)

In (A1)the leading correction to the nucleon m assin the chirallim itM 0
N isparam etrized

by thecoupling c1,F� denotesthepion decay constant,cA the leading axialN � coupling,

gA the axialcoupling ofthe nucleon,� the �(1232)-nucleon m ass splitting,and e 1 is a

counterterm .Eq.(A1)generalizestheanalysisofRef.[7]perform ed in heavy-baryon chiral

perturbation theory to the SSE with dim ensionalregularization. The expected range of

applicability,asreported in Ref.[7],isthereforem � < 600M eV.

In Fig.1 we have used M 0
N = 0:88GeV,c1 = � 0:93GeV�1 ,gA = 1:2,e1 = � 2:2GeV�3 ,

in accordancewith phenom enologicalestim ates.Therem aining param etershavebeen �xed

attheirphysicalvaluesgiven in Table V.Thischoice leadsto a satisfactory description of

nucleon m assdata from dynam icalsim ulationsat(relatively)low quark m asses.

π π

(a) (b) (c)

FIG .15:Diagram sin O (�3)SSE contributing to the nucleon m ass.

A P P EN D IX B

In thisAppendix wecollectourresultsforthenucleon form factors.
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TABLE VIII:Isovectornucleon form factorsat� = 6:0.

� a2Q 2 G e G m F1 F2

0:1320 0:0000 0:9962(6) 0:9962(6)

0:1484 0:554(7) 2:34(4) 0:621(7) 1:72(4)

0:1492 0:56(2) 2:4(2) 0:63(2) 1:8(2)

0:2867 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 0:28(2) 1:13(8) 0:37(2) 0:76(8)

0:6169 0:141(9) 0:67(4) 0:215(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) 2:6(2) 0:68(2) 1:88(19)

0:2852 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 0:26(3) 1:39(17) 0:38(4) 1:01(16)

0:4573 0:27(2) 1:10(9) 0:36(2) 0:73(8)

0:5350 0:108(18) 0:59(12) 0:17(2) 0:42(11)

0:6169 0:131(8) 0:69(4) 0:216(9) 0:48(3)

0:1333 0:0000 0:9921(18) 0:9921(18)

0:1463 0:503(10) 2:21(6) 0:590(9) 1:62(5)

0:1477 0:58(4) 2:6(4) 0:68(4) 2:0(4)

0:2796 0:37(4) 1:5(2) 0:48(4) 1:0(2)

0:3084 0:28(2) 1:21(12) 0:38(2) 0:83(11)

0:4029 1:3(2)

0:4561 0:24(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)

0:2741 0:30(6) 0:8(2) 0:36(6) 0:5(2)

0:3084 0:28(3) 1:17(16) 0:39(3) 0:78(14)

0:6169 0:12(2) 0:49(6) 0:20(2) 0:29(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 0:26(4) 0:98(17) 0:35(4) 0:62(15)

0:6169 0:49(8)
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TABLE IX:Isovectornucleon form factorsat� = 6:2.

� a2Q 2 G e G m F1 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) 2:21(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 0:34(4) 1:62(17) 0:44(4) 1:18(16)

0:2038 0:32(2) 1:58(8) 0:43(2) 1:15(8)

0:2742 0:206(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) 2:7(2) 0:71(2) 2:0(2)

0:1279 0:44(3) 2:0(2) 0:55(3) 1:50(19)

0:1371 0:406(16) 1:84(9) 0:510(16) 1:34(8)

0:2035 0:32(2) 1:34(9) 0:43(2) 0:92(8)

0:2742 0:176(11) 0:95(5) 0:279(12) 0:67(4)

0:1344 0:0000 1:0031(7) 1:0031(7)

0:0655 0:562(11) 2:74(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 0:28(4) 1:43(14) 0:43(3) 1:00(12)

0:2742 0:162(15) 0:87(7) 0:277(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 0:31(3) 1:41(14) 0:44(3) 0:97(13)

0:2025 0:26(4) 1:24(14) 0:42(4) 0:82(13)

0:2742 0:123(18) 0:75(7) 0:25(2) 0:51(6)
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TABLE X:Isovectornucleon form factorsat� = 6:4.

� a2Q 2 G e G m F1 F2

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 0:29(2) 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 0:21(2) 1:00(14) 0:29(2) 0:71(13)

0:1542 0:215(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(2) 0:69(3) 2:3(2)

0:0724 0:44(4) 2:2(2) 0:55(4) 1:7(2)

0:0771 0:38(2) 2:05(14) 0:49(2) 1:56(13)

0:1145 0:26(3) 1:38(11) 0:36(3) 1:02(11)

0:1542 0:171(19) 0:93(8) 0:26(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 0:54(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) 1:71(10) 0:457(19) 1:25(9)

0:1034 0:23(4) 1:09(14) 0:32(4) 0:76(13)

0:1143 0:28(4) 1:24(10) 0:39(4) 0:85(10)

0:1338 0:16(4) 0:71(14) 0:23(4) 0:48(13)

0:1542 0:163(14) 0:90(6) 0:273(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) 2:0(4)

0:0700 0:32(4) 1:57(19) 0:44(4) 1:13(18)

0:0771 0:29(3) 1:58(15) 0:42(3) 1:16(13)

0:1009 1:2(3)

0:1140 0:26(5) 1:11(12) 0:38(5) 0:73(11)

0:1298 0:69(17)

0:1542 0:142(17) 0:78(6) 0:259(18) 0:53(5)

0:1353 0:0000 1:006(7) 1:006(7)

0:0360 0:48(2) 2:22(14) 0:59(2) 1:63(13)

0:0681 1:5(3)

0:0771 0:24(5) 1:39(18) 0:39(5) 1:00(17)

0:1542 0:73(11)
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TABLE XI:Proton form factorsat� = 6:0.

� a2Q 2 G e G m F1 F2

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)

0:2867 0:42(2) 1:02(10) 0:47(2) 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(2) 0:190(7) 0:22(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 0:29(3) 0:84(10) 0:34(3) 0:49(10)

0:4573 0:267(18) 0:68(6) 0:315(17) 0:37(5)

0:5350 0:118(17) 0:37(8) 0:152(18) 0:22(7)

0:6169 0:143(7) 0:43(2) 0:187(7) 0:24(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(2)

0:2796 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 0:27(5) 0:81(15) 0:34(5) 0:47(14)

0:4561 0:26(4) 0:66(9) 0:32(3) 0:34(9)

0:6169 0:113(9) 0:37(3) 0:161(9) 0:21(3)

0:1338 0:0000 1:000(3) 1:000(3)

0:1447 0:488(12) 1:21(5) 0:532(11) 0:67(5)

0:2741 0:30(5) 0:54(15) 0:32(5) 0:22(14)

0:3084 0:30(2) 0:74(10) 0:35(2) 0:39(9)

0:6169 0:125(17) 0:31(4) 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 0:25(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 XII:Proton form factorsat� = 6:2.

� a2Q 2 G e G m F1 F2

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) 1:24(7) 0:472(15) 0:77(6)

0:1371 0:423(12) 1:24(6) 0:471(12) 0:77(6)

0:1892 0:37(4) 1:00(11) 0:42(4) 0:58(10)

0:2038 0:333(18) 0:97(5) 0:387(17) 0:58(5)

0:2742 0:219(10) 0:67(3) 0:269(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) 1:22(12) 0:50(3) 0:72(12)

0:1371 0:414(13) 1:13(6) 0:466(13) 0:66(5)

0:2035 0:33(2) 0:83(5) 0:380(19) 0:45(5)

0:2742 0:184(10) 0:58(3) 0:237(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(2)

0:1259 0:37(2) 1:02(9) 0:42(2) 0:60(9)

0:1371 0:368(18) 1:00(8) 0:424(18) 0:57(8)

0:1823 0:29(7)

0:2031 0:30(3) 0:88(8) 0:38(3) 0:50(8)

0:2742 0:174(13) 0:53(4) 0:232(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) 1:2(3)

0:1233 0:34(3) 0:86(12) 0:39(3) 0:47(11)

0:1371 0:34(2) 0:85(8) 0:392(19) 0:46(8)

0:2025 0:27(4) 0:76(9) 0:34(3) 0:41(8)

0:2742 0:133(13) 0:47(4) 0:199(13) 0:27(3)
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TABLE XIII:Proton form factorsat� = 6:4.

� a2Q 2 G e G m F1 F2

0:1338 0:0000 1:0024(14) 1:0024(14)

0:0375 0:644(5) 1:89(3) 0:679(5) 1:21(3)

0:0376 0:641(13) 1:89(9) 0:676(13) 1:21(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(2) 0:82(6) 0:34(2) 0:48(6)

0:1147 0:311(17) 0:91(5) 0:359(16) 0:55(4)

0:1394 0:22(2) 0:61(9) 0:25(2) 0:36(8)

0:1542 0:225(10) 0:69(3) 0:274(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) 1:22(15)

0:0724 0:45(3) 1:38(14) 0:50(3) 0:88(13)

0:0771 0:398(19) 1:26(9) 0:454(19) 0:81(8)

0:1145 0:27(3) 0:84(7) 0:32(2) 0:52(7)

0:1542 0:186(17) 0:58(5) 0:234(16) 0:34(5)

0:1346 0:0000 1:003(3) 1:003(3)

0:0370 0:588(8) 1:70(4) 0:632(7) 1:06(4)

0:0372 0:58(2) 1:72(17) 0:62(2) 1:10(17)

0:0713 0:35(2) 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 0:24(4) 0:67(9) 0:29(3) 0:38(8)

0:1143 0:28(3) 0:76(7) 0:34(3) 0:42(7)

0:1338 0:16(2) 0:44(9) 0:19(2) 0:24(8)

0:1542 0:175(12) 0:55(4) 0:232(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 0:53(4) 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 0:21(4) 0:74(18) 0:27(4) 0:47(16)

0:1140 0:27(4) 0:64(8) 0:32(4) 0:32(8)

0:1298 0:41(10)

0:1542 0:150(13) 0:48(4) 0:210(13) 0:27(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 0:28(4) 0:85(11) 0:35(3) 0:50(10)

0:1542 0:15(3) 0:48(7) 0:23(3) 0:25(6)
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TABLE XIV:M agnetic form factorofthe neutron at� = 6:0.

� a2Q 2 G m

0:1320 0:1484 � 0:908(18)

0:2867 � 0:67(7)

0:3084 � 0:58(3)

0:4168 � 0:50(8)

0:4576 � 0:42(4)

0:6169 � 0:256(14)

0:1324 0:1480 � 0:928(17)

0:1488 � 1:01(11)

0:2852 � 0:62(6)

0:3084 � 0:53(4)

0:4137 � 0:55(7)

0:4573 � 0:40(4)

0:5350 � 0:21(5)

0:6169 � 0:264(15)

0:1333 0:1463 � 0:85(2)

0:2796 � 0:55(9)

0:3084 � 0:45(5)

0:4029 � 0:53(10)

0:6169 � 0:220(18)

0:1338 0:1447 � 0:74(3)

0:3084 � 0:44(7)

0:6169 � 0:18(3)

0:1342 0:1439 � 0:73(4)

0:3084 � 0:36(7)

0:6169 � 0:18(3)
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TABLE XV:M agnetic form factoroftheneutron at� = 6:2.

� a2Q 2 G m

0:1333 0:0665 � 1:186(19)

0:0667 � 1:10(8)

0:1294 � 0:79(4)

0:1371 � 0:80(4)

0:1892 � 0:61(7)

0:2742 � 0:43(2)

0:1339 0:0661 � 1:07(2)

0:1279 � 0:83(8)

0:1371 � 0:71(4)

0:2742 � 0:37(2)

0:1344 0:0655 � 1:07(3)

0:1259 � 0:62(6)

0:1371 � 0:65(6)

0:2742 � 0:34(3)

0:1349 0:0647 � 0:94(3)

0:1233 � 0:58(9)

0:1371 � 0:55(6)

0:2742 � 0:29(3)
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TABLE XVI:M agnetic form factorofthe neutron at� = 6:4.

� a2Q 2 G m

0:1338 0:0375 � 1:208(19)

0:0376 � 1:20(7)

0:0730 � 0:75(4)

0:0771 � 0:80(3)

0:1069 � 0:53(4)

0:1394 � 0:39(6)

0:1542 � 0:44(2)

0:1342 0:0373 � 1:17(3)

0:0724 � 0:81(9)

0:0771 � 0:79(6)

0:1542 � 0:35(3)

0:1346 0:0370 � 1:07(3)

0:0713 � 0:58(5)

0:0771 � 0:64(4)

0:1034 � 0:42(5)

0:1338 � 0:28(6)

0:1542 � 0:35(2)

0:1350 0:0366 � 1:00(3)

0:0700 � 0:58(8)

0:0771 � 0:59(6)

0:1009 � 0:44(11)

0:1140 � 0:37(6)

0:1542 � 0:31(2)

0:1353 0:0360 � 0:85(6)

0:0681 � 0:52(12)

0:0771 � 0:55(9)

0:1542 � 0:25(4)
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A P P EN D IX C

Thefollowing tablescontain theresultsofourdipole�ts.Them assesaregiven in lattice

units.

TABLE XVII:Dipole �tsofthe isovectorform factors.

� aM e A m aM m aM 1 A 2 aM 2

� = 6:0

0:1320 0:657(6) 4:3(2) 0:66(2) 0:756(7) 3:4(2) 0:61(3)

0:1324 0:637(5) 4:5(2) 0:64(2) 0:745(7) 3:6(2) 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) 4:1(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)

� = 6:2

0:1333 0:493(4) 4:79(17) 0:507(16) 0:579(5) 3:87(18) 0:480(19)

0:1339 0:477(5) 4:6(2) 0:484(17) 0:566(6) 3:7(2) 0:45(2)

0:1344 0:441(6) 4:7(3) 0:46(2) 0:539(8) 3:9(4) 0:42(3)

0:1349 0:411(7) 4:3(3) 0:45(3) 0:511(9) 3:5(4) 0:41(3)

� = 6:4

0:1338 0:375(3) 5:16(18) 0:358(10) 0:436(4) 4:19(19) 0:340(12)

0:1342 0:358(5) 5:2(3) 0:347(17) 0:422(7) 4:2(3) 0:33(2)

0:1346 0:333(4) 5:1(3) 0:322(14) 0:399(5) 4:2(3) 0:299(16)

0:1350 0:310(5) 4:8(4) 0:319(16) 0:384(7) 3:9(4) 0:30(2)

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:Dipole �tsoftheproton form factors.

� aM e A m aM m aM 1 A 2 aM 2

� = 6:0

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)

� = 6:2

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(2) 0:42(3)

0:1349 0:420(5) 2:6(2) 0:44(3) 0:469(6) 1:7(2) 0:41(4)

� = 6:4

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(2) 0:33(2)

0:1346 0:342(3) 3:08(18) 0:325(14) 0:374(4) 2:1(2) 0:30(2)

0:1350 0:319(4) 3:0(2) 0:314(16) 0:356(4) 2:0(3) 0:29(2)

0:1353 0:287(7) 2:2(3) 0:36(4) 0:326(8) 1:5(4) 0:33(5)
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TABLE XIX:Dipole �tsofthe neutron m agnetic form factor.

� Am aM m

� = 6:0

0:1320 � 1:68(9) 0:65(2)

0:1324 � 1:78(9) 0:62(2)

0:1333 � 1:71(14) 0:59(3)

0:1338 � 1:6(2) 0:57(6)

0:1342 � 1:6(3) 0:55(7)

� = 6:2

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)

� = 6:4

0:1338 � 2:05(8) 0:351(11)

0:1342 � 2:06(16) 0:34(2)

0:1346 � 2:01(14) 0:314(15)

0:1350 � 1:84(16) 0:319(19)

0:1353 � 1:5(2) 0:32(4)
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