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Abstract

W e investigate the generalized parton distributions(G PDs) with non-zero � and �? fora rel-

ativistic spin-1=2 com posite system ,nam ely foran electron dressed with a photon,in light-front

fram ework by expressingthem in term sofoverlapsoflight-conewavefunctions.Thewavefunction

providesatem plateforthequarkspin-onediquarkstructureofthevalencelightconewavefunction

ofthe proton. W e verify the inequalities am ong the G PDswith di�erenthelicities and show the

qualitative behaviouroftheferm ion and gauge boson G PDsin the im pactparam eterspace.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Generalized parton distributions(GPDs)have attracted a considerable am ountoftheo-

reticaland experim entalattention recently.An interesting physicalinterpretation ofGPDs

has been obtained in [1,2]by taking their Fourier transform with respect to the trans-

verse m om entum transfer.W hen thelongitudinalm om entum transfer� = 0,thisgivesthe

distribution ofpartonsin thenucleon in thetransverseplane.Theyarecalled im pactparam -

eterdependentparton distributions(ipdpdfs)q(x;b? ).In factthey obey certain positivity

constraints which justify theirphysicalinterpretation asprobability densities. This inter-

pretation holdsin thein�nitem om entum fram e(even theforward pdfshavea probabilistic

interpretation only in thisfram e)and thereisno relativisticcorrection to thisidenti�cation

becausein light-frontform alism ,aswellasin thein�nite m om entum fram e,thetransverse

boosts act like non-relativistic Galilean boosts. It is to be rem em bered that the GPDs,

being o�-forward m atrix elem entsoflight-frontbilocalcurrentsdo nothavea probabilistic

interpretation,ratherthey haveinterpretation asprobability am plitudes.q(x;b? )isde�ned

in aproton statewith asharp plusm om entum p+ and localized in thetransverseplanesuch

thatthe transverse centerofm om entum R ? = 0 (norm ally,one should work with a wave

packetstatewhich isvery localized in transverseposition space,in orderto avoid thestate

to be norm alized to a delta function [2,3]).q(x;b? )givessim ultaneousinform ation about

thelongitudinalm om entum fraction x and thetransversedistanceboftheparton from the

center ofthe proton and thus gives a new insight to the internalstructure ofthe proton.

The im pactparam eterspace representation hasalso been extended to the spin-dependent

GPDs[1]and chiralodd ones[4].

GPDs H q(x;0;t) have been investigated in the im pact param eter space in severalap-

proaches,forexam plein thetransverselatticeform alism forthepion [5],in atwocom ponent

(spectator)m odel[6]forthenucleon,in thechiralquark m odelforthepion [7]and using a

powerlaw wave function forthepion [8].The spin-
ip GPD E q hasnotbeen addressed in

these.The connection ofE q in theim pactparam eterspace and theSiver’se�ecthasbeen

shown in [9]within thefram ework ofthescalardiquark m odeloftheproton.In a previous

work [10],we have calculated both H (x;0;t)and E (x;0;t)in the im pactparam eterspace

foraspin-1=2com positerelativisticsystem ,nam ely foran electron dressed with aphoton in

QED.Thestatecan beexpanded in Fock spacein term soflight-conewave functions.The
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GPDsareexpressed asoverlapsoflight-conewavefunctions[11].Thewavefunctionsin this

case can be obtained from perturbation theory,and thustheircorrelationsare known ata

certain orderin thecoupling constant.Theirgeneralform providesa tem plateforthee�ec-

tive quark spin-onediquark structure ofthevalencelight-conewave function oftheproton

[12].Such a m odelisselfconsistentand hasbeen used to investigate thehelicity structure

ofa com positerelativisticsystem [12].An interesting advantageisthatthetwo-body Fock

com ponentcontainsa gauge boson asone ofitsconstituentsand so itispossible to inves-

tigatethegaugeboson GPDsH g and E g.Studiesofthedeep inelasticscattering structure

functionsin thisapproach and foradressed quark statealsoyield interestingresults[13,14].

So farwe have discussed GPDsin im pactparam eterspace for� = 0. However,deeply

virtualCom pton scattering experim entsprobe GPDsatnonzero �. In thiscase,a Fourier

transform with respecttothetransversem om entum transfer� ? isnotenough todiagonalize

the GPDsand thusgiving a density interpretation. Asthe longitudinalm om entum in the

�nalstateisdi�erentfrom thatin theinitialstate,theresulting m atrix elem entwould still

be o�-diagonal. Recently,certain reduced W ignerdistributions,when integrated over the

transversem om entaofthepartonsareshown tobetheFouriertransform sofGPDs[15]and

they can beinterpreted asthe3D density in therestfram eoftheproton forthequarkswith

lightconem om entum fraction x.In fact,integration overthez coordinaterelatesthem to

theipdpdfswith � = 0.In [3]ithasbeen shown thatfornonzero�,theFouriertransform of

theGPDswith respectto � ? probespartonsattransverseposition b? ,with theinitialand

�nalprotonslocalized around 0? butshifted from each otherby an am ountoforder�b? .At

the sam e tim e,the longitudinalm om entum ofthe protonsare speci�ed. Thisdi�erence of

thetransverseposition oftheprotonsdependson � butnoton x and thusthisinform ation

should bepresentin thescattering am plitudesm easurablein experim entswheretheGPDs

enterthrough a convolution in x.Thisaspectm akesitinteresting to investigatetheGPDs

in the im pact param eter space for nonzero �. Here also,a usefulapproach is based on

theoverlap representation ofGPDsin term soflight-conewave functions[11].Theoverlap

representation can also be form ulated directly in the im pactparam eterspace,in term sof

overlapsoflight-conewavefunctions (x;b? ),which aretheFouriertransform softhewave

functionswith de�nitetransversem om enta  (x;k? ).

Here,wecalculatetheGPDsH q;g(x;�;t)and Eq;g(x;�;t)foran e�ectivespin-1=2 system

ofan electron dressed with a photon in QED and weinvestigatethem in theim pactparam -
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eterspace. The plan ofthe paperisasfollows. The de�nitions ofthe ferm ion and gauge

boson GPDs are given in section II.The ferm ion and gauge boson GPDs are calculated

respectively in section IIIand IV fora dressed electron state. The GPDsare expressed in

theim pactparam eterspacein section V.Theissueofcertain inequalitiesam ong theGPDs

in theim pactparam eterspaceisaddressed in section VI.Thesum m ary and discussionsare

given in section VII.

II. G EN ER A LIZED PA RT O N D IST R IB U T IO N S

TheGPDsarede�ned in term sofo�-forward m atrix elem entsoflight-frontbilocalcur-

rents.In thelight-frontgaugeA + = 0 wehave,

F
+ q

�0� =

Z
dy�

8�
e
i

2
x �P + y�

hP
0
�
0
j� (�

y�

2
)


+
 (
y�

2
)jP�i

=
1

2�P +

�U�0(P
0
)
h

H q(x;�;t)

+
+ E q(x;�;t)

i

2M
�
+ �
� �

i

U�(P)+ ::::: (2.1)

F
+ g

�0� =
1

8�x�P +

Z

dy
�
e
i

2
�P + y� x

hP
0
�
0
jF

+ �
(�

y�

2
)F

+
�(
y�

2
)jP�i

=
1

2�P +

�U�0(P
0
)
h

H g(x;�;t)

+
+ E g(x;�;t)

i

2M
�
+ �
� �

i

U�(P)+ ::::: (2.2)

where the ellipses indicate highertwist term s. The m om enta ofthe initial(�nal)state is

P(P 0)and helicity �(�0). U�(P)is the light-frontspinor forthe proton. The m om entum

transferisgiven by � � = P 0� � P �,skewedness� = � � +

2�P + .The average m om entum ofthe

initialand �nalstate proton is �P � = P �+ P 0�

2
. W e take the fram e where �P ? = 0. W ithout

any lossofgenerality,we take � > 0.tisthe invariantm om entum transferin the process,

t= � 2.Forsim plicity wesuppressthe
avorindices.Following [3]wede�ne

D
?
=

P 0?

1� �
�

P ?

1+ �
=

� ?

1� �2
: (2.3)

H q;g and E q;g arethetwisttwoferm ion and gaugeboson GPDs.Usingthelight-conespinors

[16]weget

F
+ q;g
+ + = F

+ q;g
�� =

q

1� �2H q;g(x;�;t)�
�2

p
1� �2

E q;g(x;�;t): (2.4)

F
+ q;g
+ � = F

+ q;g
�+ =

�� 1 + i� 2

2M
p
1� �2

E q;g(x;�;t): (2.5)

Note that E q;g appear both in helicity-
ip and helicity non-
ip parts. For � = 0,H q;g

correspond to nucleon helicity non-
ip and E q;g correspond to thehelicity 
ip part.
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III. FER M IO N G P D S

W etakethestatejP;�ito bea dressed electron consisting ofbarestatesofan electron

and an electron plusa photon :

jP;�i = �1b
y
(P;�)j0i

+
X

�1;�2

Z
dk

+

1 d
2k?

1
q

2(2�)3k
+

1

Z
dk

+

2 d
2k?

2
q

2(2�)3k
+

2

q

2(2�)3P + �
3
(P � k1 � k2)

�2(P;� jk1;�1;k2;�2)b
y
(k1;�1)a

y
(k2;�2)j0i: (3.1)

Here ay and by are bare photon and electron creation operatorsrespectively and �1 and

�2 arethem ultiparton wavefunctions.They aretheprobability am plitudesto�nd onebare

electron and oneelectron plusphoton insidethedressed electron staterespectively.

W e introduce Jacobim om enta xi,qi
? such that

P

ixi = 1 and
P

iqi
? = 0. They are

de�ned as

xi=
k
+

i

P +
; q

?
i = k

?
i � xiP

?
: (3.2)

Also,weintroducethewave functions,

 1 = �1;  2(xi;q
?
i )=

p
P + �2(k

+

i ;ki
?
); (3.3)

which are independent ofthe totaltransverse m om entum P ? ofthe state and are boost

invariant.Thestateisnorm alized as,

hP
0
;�

0
jP;�i= 2(2�)

3
P
+
��;�0�(P

+
� P

0+
)�

2
(P

?
� P

0?
): (3.4)

Thetwo particlewavefunction dependson thehelicitiesoftheelectron and photon.Using

theeigenvalueequation forthelight-coneHam iltonian,thiscan bewritten as[13],

 
�
2�1;�

(x;q
?
) = �

x(1� x)

(q? )2 + m 2(1� x)2

1
q

(1� x)

e
q

2(2�)3
�
y
�1

h

2
q?

1� x
+
~�? � q?

x
~�
?

� im ~�
?
(1� x)

x

i

���
? �
�  1: (3.5)

m isthebarem assoftheelectron,~�2 = ��1 and ~�1 = �2. 1 actually givesthenorm aliza-

tion ofthestate[13]:

j 1 j
2
= 1�

�

2�

Z
1��

�

dx
h1+ x2

1� x
log

�2

m 2(1� x)2
�
1+ x2

1� x
+ (1� x)

i

; (3.6)
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within order�. Here � isa sm allcuto� on x,the longitudinalm om entum fraction carried

by the ferm ion. W e have taken the cuto� ofthe transverse m om enta to be � 2 [13]. This

givesthe large scale ofthe process. The above expression isderived using Eqs(3.4),(3.1)

and (3.5).

The helicity non-
ip part ofthe m atrix elem ent F
+ q
+ + gives inform ation aboutboth H q

and E q,ascan beseen from (2.4).In term softhewavefunction thiscan bewritten as,

F
+ q
+ + = j 1 j

2
�(1� x)+

Z

d
2
q
?
 
�
2+ (

x� �

1� �
;q

?
+ (1� x)D

?
) 2+ (

x + �

1+ �
;q

?
): (3.7)

W erestrictourselvestotheDGLAP region 1> x > �.Asweareconsideringnoantiparticles

0 < x < 1 in our case. It is known that in the ERBL region,�� < x < � the GPDs

are expressed as o�-diagonaloverlaps oflight-cone wave functions involving higher Fock

com ponents[11].

Thenorm alization ofthestate,j 1 j
2
given by eq.(3.6)givesanotherO (�)contribution.

The q? integralin the above expression isdivergentand can be perform ed using the sam e

cuto�sasdiscussed above.W eget,using Eq.(3.5),

F
+ q
+ + = j 1 j

2
�(1� x)+

e2

2(2�)3
j 1 j

2 1
q

(1� x1)(1� x2)

n

2(1+ x1x2)

h

�log[
�2

(1� x)2D 2
? + m 2(1� x1)

2
]� m

2
(1� x2)

2
I
i

+ (1+ x1x2)
h

�log[
�2

m 2(1� x2)
2
]

� �log[
�2

(1� x)2D 2
? + m 2(1� x1)

2
]�

�

(1� x)
2
D

2

? + m
2
[(1� x1)

2
� (1� x2)

2
]
�

I
i

+ 2m
2
(1� x1)

2
(1� x2)

2
I
o

; (3.8)

where I =
R

d2q?

L1L2
,L1 = (q? + (1� x)D ? )2 + m 2(1� x1)

2 and L2 = (q? )2 + m 2(1� x2)
2;

x1 =
x��

1��
,x2 =

x+ �

1+ �
.

It is especially interesting to investigate (3.7) in the forward lim it. For sim plicity,we

considerthem asslesscase.W eget,

F
+ q
+ + (x;0;0) = j 1 j

2
�(1� x)+

Z

d
2
q
?
 
�
2+ (x;q

?
) 2+ (x;q

?
)

= j 1 j
2
�(1� x)+ j 1 j

2 �

2�

1+ x2

1� x
log

�2

�2
; (3.9)

here� isa scale,� << �.

Thenorm alization in thiscasegives,

j 1 j
2
= 1�

�

2�

Z
1��

�

dx
1+ x2

1� x
log

�2

�2
: (3.10)
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Thuswehave,

F
+ q
+ + (x;0;0) = �(1� x)+

�

2�
log

�2

�2

h 1+ x2

(1� x)+
+
3

2
�(1� x)

i

: (3.11)

Here the plusprescription isde�ned in the usualway. Now we know thatin the forward

lim it,H q(x;0;0)= q(x)which isthe (unpolarized) quark distribution ofa given 
avorin

theproton.From (2.4)we then getF
+ q
+ + (x;0;0)= q(x),so from (3.11)we getthe splitting

function fortheleading orderevolution oftheferm ion distribution

Pqq(x)=
1+ x2

1� x
: (3.12)

Notethatthe� dependence isno longertherein Eq.(3.11).Thisresultisalso obtained in

[14]by calculating the structure function ofa quark dressed with a gluon (here one would

also getthecolorfactorCf).In thenonforward case,oneobtainsthesplitting function for

theLO evolution oftheGPDs[17].Finally,itcan beshown from (3.11)that

Z
1

0

dxH q(x;0;0)= F1(0)= 1; (3.13)

whereF1(0)istheDiracform factoratzero m om entum transfer.

Nextwecalculatethehelicity 
ip m atrix elem ent

F
+ q
+ � =

Z
dy�

8�
e
i

2
x �P + y�

hP
0
+ j� (�

y�

2
)


+
 (
y�

2
)jP�i: (3.14)

Contribution to (3.14)com esfrom thetwo-particlesectorofthestate.Them asscannot

beneglected here.Itcan bewritten as

F
+ q
+ � =

Z

d
2
q
?
 
�
2+
(
x� �

1� �
;q

?
+ (1� x)D

?
) 2� (

x + �

1+ �
;q

?
): (3.15)

Using Eq.(3.5)weget,

F
+ q
+ � =

e2

(2�)3
(im )

Z
d2q?

L1L2

1
q

(1� x1)(1� x2)

h

(iq
1
+ q

2
)[x1(1� x2)

2
� x2(1� x1)

2
]

+ (iD
1
+ D

2
)(1� x)x1(1� x2)

2
i

: (3.16)

Theq? integration can beperform ed eitherusing theFeynm an param eterm ethod orby

using

1

A k
=

1

�(k)

Z 1

0

d��
k�1

e
��A

: (3.17)

7



Hereweusethelatterm ethod and weget,

Z

d
2
q
? (iq

1 + q2)

L1L2

= �i�

Z 1

0

d�

Z 1

0

d�
�

(� + �)2
(1� x)D

?
V e

��
�

�+ �
(1�x)2D 2

?

e
�m 2[�(1�x 2)

2+ �(1�x 1)
2]

(3.18)

whereD ?
V = D 1 � iD 2.W eintroducethevariables� and y de�ned as,

� = � + �; � = y�; � = (1� y)�: (3.19)

Theaboveintegralcan bewritten as,

Z

d
2
q
? (iq

1 + q2)

L1L2

= �i�

Z
1

0

dy(1� y)(1� x)D
?
V

Z
1

0

d�e
��y(1�y)(1�x) 2D 2

? e
��m 2[y(1�x 2)

2+ (1�y)(1�x 1)
2]

= �i�

Z
1

0

dy
(1� y)(1� x)D ?

V

y(1� y)(1� x)2D 2
? + m 2[y(1� x2)

2 + (1� y)(1� x1)
2]
: (3.20)

Theotherintegralcan bedonein a sim ilarway :,

Z

d
2
q
? iD ?

V

L1L2

= i�D
?
V

Z
1

0

dy
1

y(1� y)(1� x)2D 2
? + m 2[y(1� x2)

2 + (1� y)(1� x1)
2]
:(3.21)

Substituting in Eq.(3.18)weobtain,

F
+ q
+ � =

e2

(2�)3
�(im )

(1� x)
q

(1� x1)(1� x2)
(�iD

1
� D

2
)

Z
1

0

dy
[x1(1� x2)

2 � x2(1� x1)
2](1� y)� x1(1� x2)

2

y(1� y)(1� x)2D 2
? + m 2[y(1� x2)

2 + (1� y)(1� x1)
2]
: (3.22)

In theforward lim it,� = 0,x1 = x2 = x;D ? = 0 and weobtain,using Eq.(2.5)

E q(x;0)=
�

�

Z
1

0

dy
x(1� x)2

y(1� x)2 + (1� y)(1� x)2
=
�

�
x; (3.23)

which givestheSchwingervaluefortheanom alousm agneticm om entofan electron in QED

[10]:

Z
1

0

E qdx = F2(0)=
�

2�
: (3.24)

IV . G A U G E B O SO N G P D S

W ecalculatethehelicitynon-
ippartofthegaugebosonm atrixelem entF
+ g
+ + forthesam e

stateasbefore.Thisgivesinform ation on thegaugeboson GPDsH g and E g.Contribution
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com es from the two-body wave function,which has one ferm ion and one gauge boson as

constituents.Thiscan bewritten asan overlap

F
+ g
+ + =

Z

d
2
q
?
 
�
2+
(
1� x

1� �
;q

?
) 2+ (

1� x

1+ �
;q

?
+ (1� x)D

?
): (4.1)

Theq? integralisdivergent.Theabovecan becalculated using (3.5):

F
+ g
+ + =

e2

2(2�)3

1
q

(1� x1)(1� x2)

p
x2 � �2

x

n

2(1+ x1x2)

h

�log[
�2

(1� x)2D 2
? + m 2(1� x2)

2
]� m

2
(1� x1)

2
I
i

+ (1+ x1x2)
h

�log[
�2

m 2(1� x1)
2
]

� �log[
�2

(1� x)2D 2
? + m 2(1� x2)

2
]�

�

(1� x)
2
D

2

? + m
2
[(1� x2)

2
� (1� x1)

2
]
�

I
i

+ 2m
2
(1� x2)

2
(1� x1)

2
I
o

; (4.2)

where I =
R

d2q?

L1L2
,L2 = (q? + (1� x)D ? )2 + m 2(1� x2)

2 and L1 = (q? )2 + m 2(1� x1)
2;

x1 =
1�x

1��
,x2 =

1�x

1+ �
.

Like the quark case,it is again interesting to look at the forward lim it ofthe above

expression.W eget

F
+ g
+ + (x;0;0)=

�

2�
log

�2

�2

1+ (1� x)2

x
: (4.3)

Herewehaveneglected theelectron m assforsim plicity.F
+ g
+ + (x;0;0)givesthe(unpolarized)

gluon distribution in thenucleon and theaboveexpression givesthesplitting function [14]

Pgq(x)=
1+ (1� x)2

x
: (4.4)

In theo�-forward case,thesplitting functionscan befound using thesam eapproach [17].

W enow calculatethehelicity 
ip gaugeboson GPD E g given in (2.2),forthesam estate.

Them atrix elem entisgiven by,

F
+ g
+ � =

1

8�x�P +

Z

dy
�
e
i

2
�P + y� x

hP
0
+ jF

+ �
(�

y�

2
)F

+
�(
y�

2
)jP�i: (4.5)

Contribution com esfrom the two particle sector. Asin the ferm ion case,the m asscannot

beneglected here.Thiscan bewritten as,

F
+ g
+ � =

Z

d
2
q
?
 
�
2+
(
1� x

1� �
;q

?
) 2� (

1� x

1+ �
;q

?
+ (1� x)D

?
): (4.6)
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Using Eq.(3.5)weget,

F
+ g
+ � =

e2

(2�)3
(im )

p
x2 � �2

x

hZ

d
2
q
? iq?V

L1L2

[x1(1� x2)
2
� x2(1� x1)

2
]

�(1� x)x2(1� x1)
2
iD

?
V

Z
d2q?

L1L2

: (4.7)

Theq? integration can beperform ed in a sim ilarway asfortheferm ionsand weget,

F
+ g
+ � =

�

2�
m

p
1� �2

x
D

?
V (1� x)

Z
1

0

dy
[x1(1� x2)

2 � x2(1� x1)
2](1� y)+ x2(1� x1)

2

y(1� y)(1� x)2D 2
? + m 2[y(1� x1)

2 + (1� y)(1� x2)
2]
: (4.8)

In theforward lim it,x1 = x2 = 1� x and weget,in agreem entwith [10],

E g(1� x;0)= �
�

�

(1� x)2

x
; (4.9)

hereE g isgiven by Eq.(2.5).Notethatx in theforward caseisthem om entum fraction of

the gauge boson. The second m om entofE q;g(x;0);
R
dxxE q;g(x;0)givesin unitsof 1

2m
by

how m uch the transverse center ofm om entum ofthe parton q;g isshifted away from the

origin in the transversely polarized state. W hen sum m ed over allpartons,the transverse

center ofm om entum would stillbe atthe origin. Indeed itis easy to check fora dressed

electron [10]

Z
1

0

dxxE q(x;0)+

Z
1

0

dx(1� x)E g(x;0)= 0; (4.10)

which isdueto thefactthattheanom alousgravitom agneticm om entoftheelectron hasto

vanish [1]. Note thatin the second term ,(1� x)isthe m om entum fraction ofthe gauge

boson.

V . G P D S IN T H E IM PA C T PA R A M ET ER SPA C E

Fouriertransform ofthe GPDs with respect to the transverse m om entum transfer � ?

bringsthem totheim pactparam eterspace.W hen thelongitudinalm om entum transfer� =

0,thisgivesthe density ofpartonswith longitudinalm om entum fraction x and transverse

distancebfrom thecenteroftheproton.Fornon-zero �,theFouriertransform sarede�ned

as[3],

I
+ q;g
+ + (x;�;b

?
) =

Z
d2D ?

(2�)2
e
�iD ? �b?

F
+ q;g
+ + (x;�;D

?
)

=
1

4�

Z
1

0

d(D
?
)
2
J0(jD jjbj)(H q;g �

�2

1� �2
E q;g) (5.1)
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I
+ q;g
+ � (x;�;b

?
) =

Z
d2D ?

(2�)2
e
�iD ? �b?

F
+ q;g
+ � (x;�;D

?
)

=
1

4�

b2 � ib1

jb? j

Z
1

0

d(D
?
)
2
J1(jD jjbj)

jD j

2m
E q;g; (5.2)

where J0 and J1 are Besselfunctions and b? is called the im pact param eter. In order to

avoid in�nitiesin theinterm ediate steps,wetakea wave packetstate

Z
d2p?

16�3
�(p

?
)jp

+
;p

?
;�i; (5.3)

which havea de�niteplusm om entum .Following [3]wetakea Gaussian wavepacket,

�(p
?
)= G(p

?
;�

2
) (5.4)

where

G(p
?
;�

2
)= e

� (p
?
)
2

2�2 : (5.5)

� givesthewidth ofthewavepacket.Itistheaccuracytowhich onecan localizeinform ation

in the im pactparam eterspace [3]. The statescentered around b0 with an accuracy � are

norm alized as,

hp
0+
;b

0?
;�

0
jp

+
;b

?
;�i=

1

16�2�2

1

p+
G(b

0?
� b

?
;2�

2
)�(p

+
� p

0+
): (5.6)

Fourier transform ofthe m atrix elem ents in Eq. (5.1) and (5.2) with the Gaussian wave

packetprobe partonsin the nucleon attransverse position bbutwhen the initialand �nal

stateprotonsarecentered around 0 butshifted from each otherby an am ountoftheorder

of� jb? j.In ourcase,they probe a bare electron ora photon in an electron dressed with

a photon.

Itisinteresting to look atthe qualitative behaviorofthe helicity-
ip GPDsE q and E g

in the im pactparam eterspace. The contribution in thiscase com espurely from the two-

body sector,thatisitinvolvesthewavefunction  2 oftherelativisticspin-1=2 system .The

overlap isgiven in term softhelightconewavefunctionswhoseorbitalangularm om entum

di�erby �L z = �1 [12]. The scale dependence,asm entioned before,issuppressed here,

unlikeH q and H g.W eusethenotation

Eq;g(x;�;b
?
)=

1

4�

Z 1

0

d(D
?
)
2
J0(jD jjbj)E q;g; (5.7)
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E
1

q;g(x;�;b
?
)=

1

4�

Z 1

0

d(D
?
)
2
J1(jD jjbj)

jD j

2m
E q;g (5.8)

which contribute to Eq. (5.1) and (5.2) respectively. Fig. 1(a) shows Eq vs b
? for �xed

� = 0:1 and threedi�erentvaluesofx > �.W ehave plotted forpositiveb? .Thefunctions

aresym m etricalin jb? j.Forallnum ericalstudies,wehavetaken a Gaussian wavepacket.

Eq is positive and has a m axim um for jb? j= 0 and decreases sm oothly with increasing

jb? j. For�xed jb? j,Eq ishigherin m agnitude forhigherx. The qualitative behaviour

for nonzero � is the sam e as � = 0. W e have taken the norm alization to be �

2�
= 1 and

m = 0:5 M eV.Fig.1 (b)showsEq vs� for�xed b? = 0:1M eV
�1

and threedi�erentvalues

ofx > �.Eq isagain a sm ooth function of� and increasesas� increasesforgiven b? and x.

For�xed �,Eq increasesasx increases.W ehaveplotted E1q in Fig.1 (c)asa function ofb
?

for� = 0:1 and three di�erentvaluesofx. The rise nearb? = 0 ism uch m ore sharp here

than in Fig.1(a).

In Fig. 2 (a)we have shown Eg(x;�;b
? )vsb? for�xed � = 0:1 and forthree di�erent

values ofx. Eg is negative for positive b
? . It has a negative m axim um at b? = 0 and

sm oothly decreases in m agnitude as b? increases. Again,the qualitative behaviour is the

sam e as � = 0. For a given b? ,Eg decreases in m agnitude for increasing x. Fig. 2 (b)

showsEg asa function ofx for�xed b
? = 0:1M eV

�1
and threedi�erentvaluesof� < x.Eg

vanishesatx = 1.For� = 0,italso vanishesatx = 0.For� > 0,Eg increasesin m agnitude

as � increases. The curves cannot be continued for x < � as there willbe contribution

from the higher Fock com ponents in this region. Fig. 2 (c) shows E1g vs b? for � = 0:1

and three di�erentvaluesofx. The qualitative behaviouristhe sam e asin (a),again the

rise nearb? = 0 ism uch sharp like the ferm ion case.Forlargeb? ,E1g behavesin the sam e

way independent ofx. Forcom pleteness,in Fig. 3 (a)and 3 (b)we show H q(x;0;t)and

H g(x;0;t)in theim pactparam eterspace,H q(x;b
? )and H g(x;b

? )respectively forade�nite

scale�= 5 GeV.Thewidth oftheGaussian is� = 0:1.Both ofthem aresm ooth functions

ofb? ,increases asjb? jdecreases. W e have om itted the very sm allb? region in orderto

show theresolution ofthedi�erentcurvesathigherb? .Fora given b? ,H q(x;b
? )increases

asx becom escloserto 1 and atx ! 1 itbecom esa delta function [10]which can be seen

analytically. H g(x;b
? )on the otherhand,decreasesin m agnitude fora given b? asx goes

closerto 1.

12



V I. IN EQ U A LIT IES

GPDsin theim pactparam eterspaceobey certain inequalities,which im poseseverecon-

straintson phenom enologicalm odelsofGPDs.Them ostgeneralform softheseinequalities

were derived in [18]from positivity constraints. The spin 
ip GPDsEq;g(x;b
? )de�ned as

the Fouriertransform ofE q;g(x;b
? )for� = 0 obey two inequalities given in [19],both of

them can beshown to hold fora dressed electron state.Fornon-zero �,a generalinequality

can bederived [3],

(1� �
2
)
3
jI

q;g

�0�(x;�;b
?
)j

2
� I

q;g
+ + (

x� �

1� �
;0;

b?

1� �
)I

q;g
+ + (

x+ �

1� �
;0;

b?

1+ �
); (6.1)

for � � x � 1 and for any com binations ofhelicities �0;�. For �0 6= �,the inequality is

easy to prove,asthere are large logarithm ic contribution to I
q;g
+ + from the scale dependent

part.For�0= �,theinequality isnon-trivialand can beveri�ed num erically.Fig.4 shows

the lhs and rhs ofEq. (6.1) vs b? for the ferm ions for two di�erent choices ofthe scale

� = 7 GeV and � = 5 GeV.The scale dependence com es entirely from H q. In the plot

x1 =
x��

1��
;x2 =

x+ �

1��
;b1 =

b?

1��
and b2 =

b?

1+ �
.W ehavetaken � = 0:1 and x = 0:5 and � = 0:1.

V II. SU M M A RY A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

In this work,we have investigated the GPDs for an e�ective spin-1=2 com posite rela-

tivisticsystem ,nam ely foran electron dressed with a photon in QED.Itisknown [12]that

thelight-conewave function ofthistwo-body stategivesa tem plate forthee�ective quark

spin-one diquark structure oftheproton lightconewave function,which providesthephe-

nom enologicalrelevanceofourstudy.TheGPDsareexpressed asoverlapsofthelight-cone

wave functions,which in this case are known order by order in perturbation theory. W e

keep both the skewedness � and the transverse m om entum transfer�? non-zero,which is

relevant for deeply virtualCom pton scattering experim ents to probe the GPDs. Fourier

transform with respect to the transverse m om entum transferbrings the GPDsto the im -

pactparam eterspace.W eshowed thattheGPDsforthee�ectivestateobey thenecessary

inequalitiesand investigated the qualitative behaviourofthe ferm ion and the gaugeboson

GPDsin theim pactparam eterspace.
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FIG .1:(a)Eq vsb
? for� = 0:1 ,(b)Eq vs� forb? = 0:1M eV �1 ,(c)E1q vsb

? for� = 0:1 and three

di�erentvaluesofx.W e have taken � = 0:001.
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taken � = 0:001.

17



0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
0

100

200

300

400

500

x = 0.1
x = 0.3
x = 0.6

Λ = 5000,  σ= 0.1

(a)
b? (M eV �1 )

H
q
(x
;
0
;
b
?
)

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
0

200

400

600

800

1000

x = 0.3
x = 0.5
x = 0.7

Λ = 5000, σ=0.1

(b)
b? (M eV �1 )

H
g
(x
;
0
;
b
?
)

FIG .3: (a) H q(x;b
? ) vs b? ,(b) H g(x;b

? ) vs. b? for three di�erent values ofx. � is given in

M eV.

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
0

1e+05

2e+05

3e+05

4e+05

5e+05

 (1-ξ2)3|Ι++(x, ξ,b)|2, Λ=7000
Ι++(x1, 0,b1)Ι++(x2, 0,b2), Λ=7000

(1-ξ2)3|Ι++(x, ξ,b)|2, Λ=5000
Ι++(x1, 0,b1)Ι++(x2, 0,b2), Λ=5000

inequality for λ= +, λ’= +, ξ= 0.1, σ=0.1

b? (M eV �1 )

FIG .4: Inequality forI+ + .� isgiven in M eV.Here x 1 =
x��

1��
,b1 =

b?

1��
,x2 =

x+ �

1+ �
,b2 =

b?

1+ �
.

18


	Introduction
	Generalized Parton Distributions
	Fermion GPDs
	Gauge Boson GPDs
	GPDs in the impact parameter Space
	Inequalities
	Summary and discussions
	acknowledgment
	References

