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I. NTRODUCTION

T he Inform ation contained in the nuclon form factors ofthe energy m om entum tensor EM T) ] allow s to address,
am ong others, questions like: How are the totalm om entum and angularm om entum of the nucleon ] shared am ong
its constituents? O r, how are the strong forces experienced by its constituents distrbbuted inside the nuclkon ]?

An answer is known only to the rst of these questions. D eeply inelastic lepton nuclon scattering experin ents
show that at scales of severalG eV ? about halfofthe nuckon m om entum (considered in the in nite-m om entum fram e)
is carried by quarks, the other half by glions. An appropriate tool allow Ing to deduce fiirther inform ation on the
EM T form factorsbecam e available only during the last decade, nam ely generalized parton distribution functions ﬂ]
accessble in hard exclusive reactions @, 16,17, [€,[¢,[1d,[11,[12,13), see 4,115,114, [17,[16) or reviewss.

T he perspective to leam in thisway about the EM T form factorsm otivates theoretical studies. The nuclkon EM T
form factors were studied in lattice Q CD E,,,], chiral perturbation theory @,,], and m odels such as
the chiral quark soliton m odel R26,[27,128]. @ articular aspects of the EM T fom factors were discussed in thism odel
n 29,03d,[31,134,[33]) ™ this work we study the nuckon EM T om factors in the Skym e m odel [34].

T he Skym em odelhas in portant virtues. F irst, them odelrespects chiralsym m etry which playsam a prrol in the
description of the nuclkon. Second, it provides a practical realization of the picture ofbaryons as solitons ofe ective
meson eldsmotivated In QCD in the lin it of a Jarge num ber of coloursN . @]. Though N . = 3 In nature does not
seam to be a large num ber, largeN . relations are often found to agree w ith phenom enology, although the approach
has also is lim itations ]. Hereby it is also in portant to keep In m ind that the chiral lim it and the largeN . lm it
do not com m ute E]. Last not least, the sim plicity of the Skym e m odelm akes i an appealing ground for num erous
theoretical studies 38,139, (40, [41,[44, 43, (44, 45, [44, 27, (48, [49), see [, [51,[52) Bor reviews.

T he purpose of the present study is threefold. F irst, the study ofthe EM T w ill shed som e light on the m odel itself.
O fparticular interest in this context is the stability of the Skym ion. Second, we calculate the nucleon EM T form
factors in the Skym e m odelwhich are of phenom enological interest for the studies of the hard exclusive reactions.
Third, we com pare the Skym e m odel results to the outcom e from other chiralm odels, in particular, from the chiral
quark soliton m odel E,]. T his com parison w ill help to recognize general features ofthe EM T form factors which
are comm on in the largeN . soliton approach and therefore likely to be robust.

For com plteness we rem ark that the general chiral structure of the EM T was discussed In chiral perturbation
%eo% and/or chiralm odels n [B3,[54, (59, [5€]. Issues of pion EM T form factors in lattice QCD were addressed 1n

,15€].

T he note is organized as ollow s. In Sec.[lI we introduce the nuckon EM T form factors. In Sec.[[Iwebrie y review
how the nucleon is described in the Skym e m odel. Tn Sec.[IV] we derive the m odel expressions for the Hm factors.
Tn Sec.[V] we discuss the densities of the static EM T, ie. Fourier transfom s of the form factors. m V1 and VI we
discuss the properties of the orm factors and the num erical results, and conclude in Sec.[V 1. T he A ppendicesBHE]
contain rem arks on the notation, technical details and proofs of the theoretical consistency of the approach.

II. FORM FACTORSOF THE ENERGY-MOMENTUM TEN SOR

T he nucleon m atrix elem ent of the total symm etric EM T are characterized by three form factors as follow s ]
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whereP = p+p")=2, = ©° p)andt= 2.Thenom alizationshp’pi= 20" 2 )® @ ©° p)andup)up)= 2My
are used, and spin indices are suppressed for breviy.

In QCD it ispossible to de ne gauge Invariant separate quark and glion parts ofthe EM T having both decom po—
sitions analog to [I) with m factors M 2 t), M 2G (t), etc. In these decom positions, however, in addition the temm s
appearg € @) wih P )= & ) which account r non-conservation of the separate quark and gluon parts of
the EM T, asonly the totalEM T is conserved. The quark (luon) EM T form factors are related to M ellin m om ents
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of unpolarized quark (gluon) generalized parton distribution functions ] w hich enter the description of certain hard
exclusive reactions @,E,@,E,E]. In the Pllow ing we shall focus on the totalEM T . For our approach it is of
In portance that in the lJargeN . 1im it the nucleon EM T form factorsbehave as ﬂ]

Mo=0N)); JO=00N2); dd=0N7): @)

T hese relations hold also separately for the quark—and gluon-part ofthe EM T .

The form factors ofthe EM T in Eq. [I) can be interpreted ] iIn analogy to the electrom agnetic form factors @]
in the Breit fram e characterized by © = 0. In this fram e one can de ne the staticEM T
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The initial and nal polarization vectors of the nuckon S and S° are de ned such that in the respective rest—fram e
they are equalto (0;s) with the unit vector s denoting the quantization axis for the spin. T he respective form factors
arerelated to T (r;s) by (the ollow ing Egs. [@,[3) hold also separately for quarks and glions)
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w here the prin es denote derivatives w ith respect to t. The form factors are renom alization scale independent and
satisfy at t= 0 the constraints
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The rsttwo constraintsm ean that In the rest fram e the totalenergy of the nuckon is equalto itsm ass, and that is
soin is1/2. The value ofd; isnot known a prioriand m ust be determ ined experin entally. H ow ever, being a conserved
quantity it is on equal footing w ith other characteristic nucleon properties likke m ass, m agnetic m om ent, etc. @,@].

T he com ponents Ty (r;s) and nijk r3Tox (r;s) descrbe the distribution of nucleon m om entum and angularm om en—
tum , while the com ponents Ty (r) characterize the spatial distrdbbution of strong forces experienced by the partons
nside the nucleon ]. In fact, T;; (r) is the static stress tensor which (for spin 0 and 1/2 particles) is given by

riry 1
Tij (x) = s(r) = 3 9 +p i: @®)
Here p (r) describes the radial distribbution of the pressure inside the hadron, whilk s(r) is related to the distribution

of the shear forces ]. Both are related due to the conservation ofthe EM T by the di erential equation
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O ther in portant relations originating from conservation ofEM T are the stability condition
Z
drPp@) = 0; (10)
0

and integral relations for d; in term s ofp (r) and s(r) (see Appendix ofRef. @] for further relations)
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Tt isworth to review brie y what is known about d; . For the pion dlitalsymmetrydictatesd(f; = Mf; @,@].

For the nuclkon the largeN . Ilim it predicts the avourdependence # + dcfj oy qd]j ] which is supported by
lattice calculations @,,] and resuls from the chiral quark soliton m odel @,, ,,@,@]. Both lattice
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QCD and chiralquark soliton m odelyield a negative dcf =dj + df . Also for nuc]eid(f is found to be negative ,@].
In Ref. m] it was con ectured on the basis of plausible physical argum ents that the negative sign ofd; is dictated by
The value of d; is of Interest for phenom enology, since i contrbutes to the beam charge asymm etry in deeply
virtualC om pton scattering ]. HERMES data ] Indicate a dcf ofnegative sign though this cbservation depends to
som e extent on the em ployed m odel or the behaviour of generalized parton distrbutions in the an alkx region @].

III. THE SKYRME MODEL

In this Section we introduce brie y the Skym em odel. T he Lagrangian of the Skym e m odel is given by

2 2,2
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where U isthe SU (2) pion eld,m isthe pion m ass, e is a din ensionless param eter, tr: denotes the trace over the
avour-SU (2) m atrices, and F  is the pion decay constant, with F = 186M &V in nature. T he param eters scale as

F =0WN ?); e=0WN_,?); m =0@N)); 13)

In the large N lim it, such that L = O (N .) which guarantees the correct largeN . scaling of the theory.
In the largeN . lin it the chiral eld U is static. Using the Skygme (or \hedgehog") Ansatz, U = expi e.F (r)]

wih r= kjand e, = x=r, one obtains the soliton massM g1 = d®x L as functional of the radial finction F (r)
z 2 . 2 . 2 .2 252
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T he soliton pro ke F (r) which m inin izes {I4) is determ ined by the fllow ing di erential equation
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w ith the boundary condiions F (0) = and F (r) ! Owih r! 1 . These conditions ensure that the soliton eld
hasuniy w inding num ber which is identi ed w ith the baryon num ber in the Skyrm e m odel.

In order to ascribe spin and isospin quantum numbers to the soliton one considers U (x) ! A (U &®)A ' () in
[I2) with an arbitrary SU 2) matrix A = ap + ia , introduces conjigatem om enta , = @QL=Qay, and quantizes the

collective coordinates accordingto ! i@=Q 3, considering the constraint a% + a? = 1. Thisyieldsthe H am iltonian
J2 T
H=Msol+2—:Msol+2_ e

where J2 and I? are the squared sphh and isospin operators, respectively. T hese operators act on the nuclkon or
wave functions which can be expressed in tem s of the collective coordinates a;, for exam ple, the wave function fora
proton with spin up isgiven by p'i= (a1 + ia»)= , etc. B€]. Here denotes the soliton m om ent of inertia
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Tt is custom ary to treat F  and e as free param eters. Oneway to x them consists In adjusting F  and e such that
the m asses of nuclkeon and -resonance are reproduced [@,@]. Hereby one rst detem ines the function F (r) which
m inin izes M 4,; and then procts on the proper quantum num bers. Ie. one considers the nuclon and -resonance
(and hyperons in the SU (3) version of the m odel) as di erent rotational excitations of the sam e ob Fct.

In order to guarantee a consistent description of the EM T form factors we proceed as follows: W e m inin ize M 41
and quantize collective coordinates as described above. In general the m odel expression for any observable A is

A=~RApo + Art; 18)

where A1, appearsn leading orderofthe largeN . expansion, whike A .. arises from soliton rotationsand is suppressed
by 1=N . w ith respect to A 1o . Forsymm etry reasonsAi o could vanish. IfA 1o € 0 we shallneglect the contrdbution of
A ot (Unless it happens to vanish anyway) . In other words, we consider corrections due to soliton rotation ifand only
ifthe lreading order gives a vanishing result. T his step is consistent from a rigorous largeN . lin i point ofview , but it
In plies that we strictly speaking have to lin it ourselves to the com parison of isoscalar and separately isovector avour



com binations of nuclkon properties, see Tablk.[J, which are .n generalofdi erent order in the JargeN . expansion. T he
results obtained below for the totalEM T form factors refer, how ever, both to the proton and neutron. T he reasons
why other approaches are not favourablk are discussed in App.[Cl.

The m asses of the nuckon and -resonance as they follow from ([I6) are of the type [[8). (In this case A ¢ is
suppressed w ith respect to Ao by two orders in 1=N ..) In our approach M y and M are degenerated and

My =M =M s n}:lnMsolE‘] 19)

E xperim entally the nucleon and m asses di er by about 30% which indicates the typical accuracy we m ay expect
(in the best case) for our results. The Skym e m odel is, in fact, observed to agree w ith phenom enology to w ithin a
sim ilar accuracy @]. From thispoint of view our approach is \w ithin the accuracy of the m odel".

In orderto x the parametersF and e we choose to reproduce exactly the ©llow ing observables'

! !

! 3
M + My 2Mg1= 2171M eV ; M My > = 293M &V : (20)

This requires form = 138M &V the follow Ing values
F = 1313M&V ; e= 4:628: (21)

T he experim entalvalie of F = 186M €V is underestin ated by 30% which is typical in thism odel. Tn order to gain
intuition on the perform ance of the m odel w ith param eters xed according to (20, [2Il) we consider several nucleon
observables: isoscalar (I = 0 proton + neutron) and isovector (I = 1 proton neutron) electric and m agnetic
charge square J:adjihrﬁli;[ and hrﬁ ir, magneticm om ents 1, the axial coupling constant g, , and pion-nuclon sigm a-—
term . The Jatter is evaluated analogously to Ref. @] yielding y = 84M eV, which agrees wellw ith resuls
from recent analyses @], see Tabkl[l, which indicate a largervalue for  than earlier extractions @], and also w ith
results from other m odels, see @]. A1l results are summ arized in Tablk[l, and agree w ith phenom enology to w ithin
an accuracy of 30% w ith the exception of gy which, however, com es close to its estin ated largeN . value @].

Tt is of interest to consider nuclkon ocbservables in the chiral lim it. For that it is necessary to specify what happens
to the Skym e m odel param eters F  and e asm varies. In this work we shall keep these param eters xed at their

TABLE I:The nuclon observables electric and m agnetic charge square radii hrilil and hrf] ir, m agnetic m om ents 1, and the axial
coupling constant g, obtained in the Skyrm e m odel using baryon m asses according to Egs. [20,[21)), see text and Footnote[].

Q uantity Skymm e m odel, results obtained here for E xperim ent
m =0 138M ev
M + My inMev 2068 2171 ( xed) 2171
M M y inMev 183 293 ( xed) 293
F inMev 131 131 186
he? 1720 in M 0.69 0.60 0.72
ne? 177% in M 1 0.96 0.88
he? 1177 in fin 1.07 0.85 0.81
he? 1177 in fin 1 0.96 0.80
1= 0 In nuclear m agnetons 0.51 0.66 0.88
1= 1 In nuclear m agnetons 5.66 3.70 4.70
1=0= 1=1 0.09 0.18 0.19
Jga 0.84 0.73 1.26
n In Mev 0 84 60-80

A 1so other choices are possible. In this way, how ever, we preserve the \tradition" ,@] of using baryon m asses for param eter xing,
and obtain a com parably satisfactory description of the nucleon, see Table[d. W e stress that in our approach Eq. [20) does not im ply
that M y and M are correctly reproduced. Instead, due to [I9), one hasM y = M = 1085M eV which agrees to within 15% with
the experim entalvalues. N otice that the nucleon m ass appears overestinm ated also in other soliton m odels. T he origin of this problem is
understood, and one way to solve it was discussed in @] w here it was dem onstrated that quantum correctionsdue tom eson uctuations
signi cantly reduce the soliton energy. A di erent way of understanding this problem , nam ely on the basis of notions and m ethods
known from nuclear physics, was indicated in @].
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values in the physical situation in Eq. [ZI) . H ereby we neglect the fact that in generalF dependsonm  [64,[69]. I
thisway we nd that the nuclkon (@and ) m assare reduced in the chiral lim it by

M x Physical point My Fnirallm i = S1IM €V ; (22)

which iswithin the range of the values considered In chiralperturbation theory. T he isovector electric and m agnetic
charge square radii diverge in the chiral lim it. Further results are shown in Tabl[d.

W e rem ark that the description of the nuckon i the Skym e m odelw ith the param eter xing (20,2I) is | both
for nitem and in the chiral lin it, see Tabk[ | com parablke to that in Refs. 34, [39].

Iv. THE EMT FORM FACTORS IN THE SKYRME MODEL

In the Skym e m odel the canonical EM T, w hich | Introducing the notation U ot is 2 | is given by

S LR L ©3)
e@ o = 977
is already symm etric. (N otice that In [23) one has to sum overa = 1;2;3; and  must not be considered as an
independent eld, since i is constrained by 2+ 2 = 1.) Forthe respective com ponents of the staticEM T in Eq. [
one obtains (c.f. App.[Cl)

2 .2 2 .2 2m2
T (r) = % w + P02 + sjlzlezFrér) sm; ) + 2F%@)? + o 4F 1 cosF (r) (24)
I% e = TS ) win @ SLE® o, 0@ ASHE () @5)
’ s ¢ 7 J 12 & r?
whilke T3 (r) is given by Eq. @) with
F?2 2sin’F (r) 0.2 sn’F (r) sih’F (v) 0. o  mZF?
p = E YT E— + F () + 2 2 2 + 2F " (r) 2 1 cosF (v) (26)
F2 si’F (r) 0. .5 SN’F (¥)
S(r) = T + W F (r) T : (27)

In the argeN . Hn it M y O (N.) whik the com ponents of the 4-m om entum transferbehaveas ° 0 ®.') and
0 N2). Therere ¥ M 2 . Considering this and the largeN . relations [Z) one obtains from [4,[5,[6)

Z
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with Too (r), p) and s (r) asde ned :n Egs. {24,[25,[26), and the Bessel fiinctions j (z) = SjIZ‘ Zand § @)= 3 (@).

From the largeN . behaviour i)} ofthe param etersF andeweseethatMy = O N.) and = O (N () such that
M,=0WN2),J@=002)andd; t)= 0 O2) holds in agreem ent w ith the general largeN . result [2).

Next we verify the intemal consistency of the derived m odel expressions and dem onstrate that they satisfy the
generalrelations [4,[9,[10) . Forthat we rsttakethelinitt! 0 in Eq. [28) and use the fact that d; (t) iswellde ned
at t= 0, see below . By considering Eqgs. [14,[I9) we see that the rst constraint in Eq. () is satis ed

Z

1
M, Q)= ErTeo ) =1: (31)
My

Sim ilarly, taking t ! 0 in Eq. [30) and com paring Egs. [17,[29) we see that the second constraint in Eq. [1) is satis ed

Z ; 1
JO)= dJd’r J(r)=§: (32)

To see that also the third constraint in Eq. [) is satis ed it is convenient to prove st Egs. (9,[10). To prove the
stability condition [I0) we rew rite r?p (r) as (or an altemative proof see A pp .[B])

2

rzp(r) = @— r3p(r)+ F— °F O(r ’
Qr 12

2 sh’F @) F°m? 3 F 0 . .
) + r (1 cosF (r)) ?rF (r) equations ofm otion ; (33)

3e’r 6




where \ (equations of m otion)" denotes the left-hand-side of Eq. [15) and vani?g?es. Thus, r’p (r) is a total derivative

of a finction which is zero at the boundaries of the integral in Eq. [IQ), ie. o dr ?p(r) = 0 is satis ed. Next, by

inserting the expressions [28) and [27) into the di erentialequation (d) we see | in the notation ofEq. [33) | that
2 @s(r) 2s@®) @pl) F?
- + + =

3 er P or ?Fo(r) equationsofmotion = 0: (34)

Now we are In the position to check the third oongt:cajnt in Eq. [@) Prd; (t) at zero m om entum transfer. E xpanding

Jo (r ©) 2

the expression in )ﬁ)ﬁsma]lt,oneobtajns - = %+ %+t’;—4!+0(t2).Theooe cient of the %—term in this
series is proportionalto 01 dr r’p (r), ie. dentically zero. The next tem in this serdes yields the expression ford; in
term s of p (r), cf. Eq. [Il). The expression for d; in tem s of s(r) in [1I)) autom atically follow s from integrations by

parts and the relation [d) which we have shown to be valid in them odel, see Eq. [34)).

V. PROPERTIES OF THE DENSITIES AND RESULTS

Tt is instructive to consider rst the Fourder transform sthenuclkeon EM T form factors (28130), nam ely the \densities"
Too (©), 5 (), p(r) and s(r) n Egs. 2427) . Som e of their properties can be derived analytically in the Skyrm em odel.
For exam ple, at sm all r the densities behave as

Too (F) = Too ©) A ¥+ O () 35)
p@E = pO) éB “+0 ) (36)
s(r) = %B ¥+ 0 ) 37
g (@)= cr+o0 @ 38)

which one concludes from solving the di erentialequation (19) iteratively at sm allr, see A pp.[Dl. A llconstants Tqg (0),
p@©) andA,B,C in [B3B8) are de ned to be positive num bers, see A pp .[D] o explicit expressions.
A Iso the larger behaviour of the densities can be determ ined analytically from that of the soliton pro le function.
Chiral sym m etry and the varationalequation [I5) dictate the large distance behaviour of the latter to be as follow s
large r 2R(2)

F (r) ?(l+m r)exp( m r); 39)

In the chiral lim it the constant R(Z), which is Introduced here for Jater convenience, is related to the axial coupling
constant g according to?

3%
RZ = :
0 4 F2

40)

Dueto [39) the densities decay at large r exponentially form > 0, but exhibit pow er-like decays in the chirallim it

, 1
Too (@) = 3Rg — + it 41)
r
, 1
p) = RS §+ T 42)
_ 2 1 ces
s(r) = 3R0 §+ M (43)
() = _R(Z) i+ Y (44)
g &) = 3 ) cee

w here the dots denote term s w hich are m ore strongly suppressed at Jarge r. T he results [41H44) allow to draw several
Interesting conclusions. Let us de ne the m ean square radiiof the energy and angularm om entum density as

R
d3r12T00 (r)
hrgi= B—r—; 45
=t d3r Too (r) @

3
i = M: (46)

d*r 5 (@

2 The relation of gy to the asym ptotics of the pro le [B9) is valid only in the chiral lim it. For exam ple, for the param eters used here
Eq. Q) would mply for ga the value 0:76 to be com pared w ith the correct result 0:73, see Table[d, which follows from evaliating
directly the axial current m atrix elem ent. W e are grateful to the referee for draw ing our attention to this fact.



W e see that in the chiral lin i: hr? iis nite, hr? i diverges, d; / Rol drrp(r) is nite, but the slope ofd; (t) at zero
mom entum transfer, &9 (0) / 01 drr®p (r), diverges.

The sam e an all-and large—r behaviour of the densities was cbserved in the chiral quark soliton m odel in E,].
(For the latter this is expected because [41H44) Hllow from the chiral behaviour of the soliton pro ke (39) equally
respected in both m odels.) This indicates that the properties [33H38) and [41H44) are general features in the largeN
chiral soliton approach and independent of dynam ical details of underlying theories.

N ext we discuss the num erical results for the densities starting w ith the energy density T (r) of staticEM T [3).
Fig.[Ia shows Ty (r) nom alized with respect to the nuclkon m ass as fiinction of r for the physical pion m ass in
com parison to the baryon density B (r) which coincides w ith the isoscalar electric charge distribution in the Skym e
m odel. Both curves in Fig.[Ila have the sam e nom alization and yield unity when integrated over the fiill space. T he
sin ilarity of the curves for r < 1fin m eans that nuclon m ass and baryon charge are distrbuted sin ilarly in this
region. At large r, however, B (r) allso much m ore rapidly than Tq (), In the chirallim it B (r) / 1=r° vs.Eq. [4).
T herefore the m ean square radii, hrZ i= (073 fn )? for the physical pion mass (and (0:94 fn )? in the chiral lin it) in
Tabk[D, are much larger than the corresponding values of hr? ir- o in Tabk[l. The energy density in the center of
the nuckon is2:3GeV fn ° , ie. roughly 10 tin es the equilbrium density of nuclearm atter. Figs.[Ib and c show the
behaviour of Ty (r) in the chirallim i com pared to the physical case w ith em phasis on the sn all-and large—r regions.

Fig.[d show s the resuls for the angular m om entum density s (r) which is related to the T %% com ponents of the
staticEM T [3) according to Eq. [28). In the chirallin £ 5 (r) is strongly decreased in the sm allx region com pared to
the physical situation, see F ig.[Za. This is com pensatediby the slowerdecay of ; (r) In the Jarger region, see F ig.[2bo,
which ensures In etther case the correct nom alization d3r ;@)= Sy = %, cf.Eq. [@). For the m ean square radius
hr? i of the angularm om entum density [48) we obtain hr? i'™? = 0:96 fn at the physicalpoint. In the chirallim it hr? i
diverges, see above.

F inally we discuss the distributions of pressure and shear orceswhich characterize the T com ponents ofthe static
EM T according to [@). The pressure, see Fig.[3a, assimesat r= 0 its globalm axinum with® p(0) = 048GeV fn ° .
It decreases w ith increasing r, initially according to Eq. [38), changes the sign at ry = 0:64 fin till reaching its global
mihmmum P = 0012GeV fin ° at Inim = 082Mfn. Forr > 1, the pressure increases tending to zero but
rem aining always negative according to [42)). The distrioution of shear forces, shown in Fig.[3o, satis es s(r) 0
and becomes zero only orr ! Oand r! 1 according to Egs. [37,[43). The shear Prces exhibit one m axinum at
Tnax = 041fm wih s,ax = 015GV M 3 . The abovem entioned numbers refertom = 138M &V . In the chiral
lin it the distrdbutions are qualitatively sim ilar, see Fig.[3.

T he positive sign of the pressure for r < r; corresoonds to repulsion, while the negative sign in the region r > rj
m eans attraction.! Tn a m echanically stable ob fct the repulsive forces in the nner region m ust precisely be balanced
by the attractive forces in the outer region | in order to satisfy the stability criterion [I0). T Sec.[I] an analtical
proofwas given that the condition [I0) is satis ed. Tt is instructive, however, to investigate in m ore detailhow the
stability is realized. For that we decom pose the pressure in Eq. [26) into the parts which originate respectively from
the 2—and 4-derivative term in the Lagrangian [12) | considering for sim plicity the chiral lim it w here the m ass tem
drops out. (T he contribution of the 4-derivative tem is labelled in Eq. [26) by the factor 1= .)

T he contribution ofthe 2-derivative term is negative for allr, see F ig.[4, which m eans that this term provides only
attraction. This is an altemative way of stating that there is no soliton solution in the lm it 1= ! 0 1 Eq. [I2).
T he soliton collapses (shrinks to zero) in this lin it as can be shown by m eans of scaling argum ents, see eg. @].

T he 4-derivative (Skym e-) term | Introduced, in fact, for the sake of stabilizing the soliton | is alw ays positive,
see Fig.[4, ie. responsble for repulsion. For r < 1y the repulsive oroes from the 4-derivative term dom inate over the
attractive forces of the 2-derivative term . For r > 1y the situation is reversed. T he two tem s yield contributions to
the stability condition [IJ) which are of opposite sign

7 7
dr rzp (®) h-derivative tem = dr rzp(r) D-derivative tem = 1377M €V : @7
0 0

Form % O there is, In addition, a contribution of the m ass term which is negative for all r and provides additional

3 This corresponds to 8 18 Newton=m . One m ay gain som e intuition on this num ber by considering that this is about an order of
m agnitude higher than the pressure in the center of a pulsar according to typical neutron star m odels. By multiplying p(0) with a
typical hadronic area of, say, 1 fin ® one obtains a force 0:5GeV fn ' which is about halfof the QCD string tension.

4 Studies in the chiral quark soliton m odel @] suggest the follow ing interpretation. T he region r < rp is dom inated by the \quark core"
where Pauli principle is responsible for repulsion. The region r > rp is dom inated by the pion cloud responsible for binding forces in
the e ective chiral theory, and thus attraction. D ue to the lack of explicit quark degrees of freedom no such interpretation is possible
in the Skym e m odelbut the results are in qualitative agreem ent w ith E].
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TABLE II:D i erent quantities related to the nucleon EM T form factors and their densities: the energy density in the center of the
nucleon Tgg (0), the m ean square mdﬁhré iand hr§ ide ned in Egs. [45,[48), the pressure p (0) in the center of the nucleon, the position
ro of the zero of the pressure de ned asp(rp) = 0, the constant d;, the dipole m asses of the form factorsM , (t), J (t) and d; (t) as de ned
in Eq. [E3), and the m ean square radius of the operator of the EM T trace hrgri. In the chiral Iim it J (t) and dj (t) have in nitely steep
slopes at t= 0, see text, and dipole ts do not provide usefiill approxim ations. For sake of com parison results from the chiral quark soliton
m odel are shown E].

m Too (0) hri i hr? i p(0) o d; dipolem asses M 45 in G eV for: hr? i
M ev Gev=fn > i fm 2 Gev=fm > i M, () J () di (t) 2

Skym e m odel, results obtained here:

0 1.58 0.89 1 0.317 0.70 -6.60 1.00 | | 1.47
138 228 0.54 0.92 0.477 0.64 -4.48 1.16 0.99 0.69 0.93

chiral quark soliton m odel, Ref. 27]:

0 1.54 0.79 1 0.195 0.59 -3.46 0.87 | | 1.01
138 1.70 0.67 1.32 0.232 0.57 2.35 0.91 0.75 0.65 0.81

attraction. For the physical pion m ass the decom position analog to [47) reads

z ( 15uMev fri- 4-derivative tem ,
dr’p ()i = 123M eV fori= 2-derivative tem , 48)
o 31MeV fori= masstem .

VI. CHIRAL PROPERTIESOF THE FORM FACTORS

Before we tum to the study ofthe chiralproperties ofthe EM T fomm factors [28,[29,[30) it is in portant to rem ark
that the Imi#ts N, ! 1 andm ! 0 do not commute @]. The reason for that is the special role played by the
—resonance. The m ass di erence M My = O (Nc1 ) vanishes for N, ! 1 , and one has to consider the on

equal footing to the nuclkon as an Intermm ediate state In chiral loops.
O ne consequence of the non-com m utativity of these lin its concems the coe cients of the lading non-analytic
(In the current quark m asses) contributions (ie. temm s proportional to odd powers or logarithm s ofm ), which are
m odekindependent | ie.must ollow from any consistent chiral approach. T hese coe cients depend on whether N .
is kept nite or taken to In nity. For exam ple the chiralexpansion of the nuclon m ass reads
"1 ®rN. nie

3% 5 .
+ oo =
g Fz " wih ki 3 frN.! 1. “9)

My@m )=A+Bm? k

For scalar-isoscalar quantities the \discrepancy"” is found to be alwaysk; = 1 or nite N, vs. k; = 3 for large N ..
For vector-isovector quantities a di erent factor ky appearswhich isky = 1 or nite N, and ky = % forN.! 1.
The factors k; ollow from soliton sym m etries |El|]. The form factorsM , (t) and d; (t) are of scalar-isoscalar type.
Scalar-isovector or vector-isoscalar quantities (J (t) is an exam ple for the latter) appear at subleading order of the
largeN . expansion and arise In the soliton approach from soliton rotations. For such quantities the non-com m utativity
ofthe limitsN.! 1 andm ! O exhibitsa m ore complicated pattem. A rst exam pl for that was encountered in
the Skym e m odel, where the isovector electric m ean square radius diverges In the chiral lim it as 1=m @] | and
not as nm @]. The reason for that is that by lin iting oneself to 1=N .-corrections due to soliton rotations only,
one ignores pion—loop corrections which appear at the sam e order n 1=N .. T he probably m ost advanced exploration
of such correctionswas given in @]. Taking them here into account would go beyond the scope of the present study.
Let us discuss rst the chiralproperties of the orm factord; (). Iks chiralexpansion at t= 0 reads, see App.[El,

152 M y
d=d+—2 " —m +0 2y 50
1 1 16 72 m“) (50)

Here and In the follow ing the superscript above som e quantity denotes its value In the chirallim it. Thus, d; is nite
In the chirallim it. N otew orthy it receives a large kading non-analytic (Inear in m ) contrdbution.
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From the larger behaviour of the distrdbutions of pressure and shear forces in Egs. [42,[43) we concluded that the
derivative of d; () at zero m om entum transfer diverges in the chiral lin it. M ore precisely, we obtain, see A pp.[El,

32 M y

e +0m?%): (51)

L0 =

For the chiral expansion of the m ean square radius of the energy density, which is de ned .n {49) and which will
be needed in the discussion of the behaviour of the form factorM , (), we cbtain, see App.[El,

8197 m

2y .
16 FZMN+O(m )t (52)

hréi= hrii
Thus, hrZ i increases in the chiral lim it | asallmean square radiido | but rem ains nite. T he nom alization of the

form factorM ; (t) at zero m om entum transfer is xed to unity, see Eq. D) . H owever, its derivative w hich is given In
tem s of hr i and dy, see below Eq. [53), has a non-trivial chiral expansion, nam ely

d hr? i 39¢Z m

" “M 20 8 F2M 4

2
5M§ o + 0 m”) (53)

M ;)

which follow s from combining the results from Egs. [B0,[52).
A lso the nom alization of J () at zero-m om entum transfer is xed, see Eq. {7), and what is of interest iseg. J%(0)
whose chiralbehaviour ollow s from that ofthe m ean square radius of the angularm om entum density [48), nam ely

hr? i 15
J°0) = =2 ; mli- _ 156
6 8 F2 m

+0m%); (54)

see App.[El. W e see that hrﬁi diverges in the chiral Iim it which con m s our qualitative conclision drawn from the
larger behaviour ofthe density 5 (r) In Sec.V]. In [54)) one could elin inate the soliton m om ent of nertia i favour
ofthe -nucleon m ass—splitting M My = Zi .

T he results for the chiral expansions in Eqgs. [50t54) agree w ith the results obtained in the CQ SM E]. This isnot
surprizing. Both m odels describe the nuclon as chiral solitons whose structure is characterized by certain soliton
pro le functions. Those are determm ined by di erent dynam ics, but what they have in comm on is the long-distance
behaviour [39) uniquely xed by chiral symm etry. (&t is worthwhile rem arking that it is possible to de ne a form al
lim it in which the Skym e m odel expressions ollow from the chiralquark soliton m odel @].)

Ford; (t) and M ; (t) which appear in leading order in the large N . expansion our resuls agree w ith those obtained
In chiralperturbation theory at nieN . @] | up to the expected factork; = 1 vs.3, seeEq. [49). For J (t) which
appears at sublading order of the Jarge N . expansion we obtain J°(0) / 1=m vs. hm at nie N @] which is
also expected, see the discussion above.

In the next Section we w ill discuss up to which values ofm the chiral expansions [BH54) provide useful approxi-
m ations for the exact m odel resuls.

VII. RESULTS FOR THE FORM FACTORS

Takig according to Egs. 28B0) the Fourier transfom s of the \densities" Toq (r), g (¥), p () discussed in Sec.[V]
yieldsthe nuckon EM T form factors. The largeN . approach can describe form factorsfor £ M § . Here we restrict
ourselves to 0 ( ©< 1Gev?. In this region of t relativistic corrections were estin ated not to exceed 30 % @]
which isw ithin the accuracy ofthem odel. T he resuls forthe nuclkon EM T form factorsM ; (t), J (t), d; () are shown
in Fig.[H. Forthe physicalpion m assallEM T form factors can be well approxim ated to w ithin an accuracy of 1-2)%
by dipoles of the type

( 117GeV  forF (£)= M 5 (t)

F QO
F () % with Mgp= 0:99GeV forF ()= J () (55)
€ Myy) 069GeV HrF () = d; ()
for 0 ( ©< 08Gev?. Fig.[d show s the orm factors also in the chiral lin it. Here dipole approxin ations are not

useful for J (t) and d; (t) which exhibit In nitely steep slopes at zero m om entum transfer.

Tt is instructive to com pare w ithin the m odel the EM T fom factors to the electrom agnetic form factors | for
exam plke to the electric isocalar om factor G~ () = GE ©+ G2 ©  Gs © ©d]. Fig.[d showsGg (6),M » @), J (),
di (t) nom alized w ith respect to their values at t = 0 where necessary. For the physical pion massM ; (t) and J (t)
exhibit a sin ilar t-dependence as Gy (t), while d; ) exhibitsa faster 2allo , see Fig.[6a. T he sin ilarity ofM , (t) and
Gg (t) persists in the chiral lim it, but d; (t) and J (t) have In nitely steep slopesat t= 0 and 2allo much fasterw ith
decreasing tthan M , (t) and G (), see Fig.[@o.
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FIG.5: The nucleon EM T form factorsM ; (t), J (t) and d; (t) as functions of t in the Skym e m odel for the physical value of the pion
m ass (solid lines) and in the chiral lim it (dashed lines). In the chirallim it J (t) and dj (t) exhibit in nitely steep slopes at t= 0, see text.
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FIG . 6: Nuclon form factors nom alized w ith respect to their values at t = 0 in the Skym e m odel as functions of t: The EM T form
factors M ; (t) (solid line), J (t) (dashed line), d; (t) (dotted line), and the isoscalar electric form factor Gy (t) (dashed-dotted line) for the
physical value of the pion m ass (a), and in the chirallim it ().
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FIG .7: Relation of stability and the sign ofd; . @) rzp (r) as function of r for the physicalpion m ass. Integrating the curve over r yields
zero because the inner-positive-pressure-region precisely cancells the outernegative-pressureregion. (©) r’p (r) m ultiplied by the constant
%M n 4 as function of r. Integrating this curve over r yields d; which apparently has a negative sign.

No principle xes the nom alization of the form factor d; (t) at zero-m om entum transfer | In contrast to M ; (t)
and J (t) . O n the basis of stability requirem ents i was con ctured that d; d (0) m ust be negative @], ie.

di<0: (56)

In fact, the conservation of the EM T dictates Rol drr?p @) = 0. For a m echanically stable ob fct the pressure must
be positive (repulsion) In the inner region r < 1y, and negative (@ttraction) In the outer region r > rp, as we cbserve
also in the Skym em odell(lsee Sec.[]. T his picture of the distrioution ofpressure forces, F ig.[7h, in m ediately dictates
a negative sign ford, / drrip@) = 0,Fig.[Io. Thus, the Skym e m odel fillly con m s the conclusion ({56).

Num erically weobtain d; = 448 atthephysicalvalie ofthe pion m ass forour choice of param eters, which con m s
not only the sign but also the m agnitude of results from the chiral quark soliton m odel @,,,,@,@].

It is also of interest to com pare the chiralexpansions in Egs. [EQ54) to exact m odel results which is done in F ig.[8.
Figs.[8a, b show that the exact chiralbehaviour ofd; and the m ean square radius of the energy density in the m odel
is dom inated by the leading non-analytic contrbutions in Egs. [B0,[52) up to the physical value of the pion m ass.
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FIG.8: (@a+b): The constant d; and the m ean square radius of the energy density hré i as functions ofm . Solid lines: exact resuls.

D ashed lines: C hiralexpansions up to O (m ? ) according to Egs. [50,[52). (c+ d): The num ericalcon m ations that d? (0) and hr? i diverge
in the chiral lim it as 1=m  according to Eqgs. [&1,[54) .

Figs.[8c, d show that the slope of d; (t) at £t = 0 and the m ean square radius of the angular m om entum density
diverge in the chirallin it as1=m precisely aspredicted by Eqgs. [B1,[E4). (The sn allest nite value ofm  com puted
num erically in Figs.[8c, is about 1M eV .)

F inally, we tum our attention to the trace ofthe EM T .D ue to the trace anom aly n QCD E] the operator of the
trace of the totalEM T is given by

X

—F F + 14+ ) Ma 2 ac (67)
29

=N

a

Let Fi.(t) denote the scalar form factor of the operator [57) which is, of course, not independent but a linear
com bination ofthe EM T form factors. T he sam alkt expansion ofF, (£) = 1+ th]fri=6+ 0 () de nesthem ean square
radius hr? i which is related to hr? i and & as R7]

R
ErfT (@) 12d 11792
hii= R —— “=hli —=hrli ——=2 _m +0Mm?); 58
- BrT (v G Vi T 16 F2M y o) 8
w here the chiral expansion fllow s from Egs. [50,[52) . Num erically we cbtain
. 2 . . . .
25— 147 fm in the chiral lim i, 59)

0:93fn? form = 138MeV.

In the chiral lm it hrﬁri is the m ean square radius of the glionic operator ¥ F . The large value obtained in [59)
is rather interesting, in particular, if we confront it w ith the m ean square radius of the traceless part of the EM T
estin ated by means of QCD sum rules to be about 0l fn? ﬂ]. A possbl explanation why the radii of the trace
and the traceless part ofthe EM T di er so much could be provided in the instanton vacuum m odel E], See @] for
details.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In thiswork we presented a study ofthe form factors ofthe energy m om entum tensor ofthe nucleon in the Skym e
m odel. W e have shown the theoretical consistency of the approach and provided explicit proofs that the EM T fom
factors in the Skymm e m odel satisfy all general requirem ents, provided one evaluates the respective expressions w ith
that pro le function which m Inin izes the actual expression for the nuclon m ass.

W e derived the chiral expansions of the form factors in the Skym e m odel and found them in agreem ent w ith
results from chiralperturbation theory 24,[25] considering the non-com m utativity ofthe limitsm ! OandN.! 1
E,]. The Skym em odelalso con m s the strongm -dependence of the constant d; observed in the chiral quark
soliton m odel E, ]. T his is of practical interest In the context of extrapolating lattice Q CD data to the physical
value of the pion m ass, see ].

T he num erical resuls for the form factors are In good qualitative agreem ent w ith results from the chiral quark
soliton m odel @]. A lso the Skym e m odel yields a negative constant d; and con m s the conclisions drawn In

E] that d; must be negative for a m echanically stable ob ct. Num erically we nd for the constant d; = 488 in
agreem ent w ith estim ates from the chiralquark soliton m odel @,E,@,@,@,@].
Results from both m odels suggest that all form factors can be well approxin ated by dipole ts for 0 ( ©<

1Gevi.M 2 () and J (t) exhibit a sin ilar t-dependence as the isoscalar electric form factor, while d; (t) showsa much
faster 2lto with decreasing t. Both the Skym e and chiral quark soliton m odel E] predict or d; (t) a dipole m ass
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0f 077G eV . The predictions for the t-dependence of d; (t) could contribute to an explanation of the t-dependence of
the beam -charge asym m etry observed at HERM E S E]. O fparticular interest is also the predicted t-dependence of
the form factor J (t) which is of relevance for extracting from data the quark angularm om entum contribution to the
nuclkon soin @]. From the experience w ith the description of other observables in the Skyrmm e m odel we expect our
predictions to hold to within an accuracy of (30{40)% though, of course, as always data willhave the nalsay.

In this work we used the sim plest version of the Skym e m odel ]. Tt would be interesting to study the nucleon
EMT fom factors in extended versions of the Skym e m odel which include eg. vectorm esons @,,@], in order
to see how these degrees of freedom contridbute to the stability of the soliton and to the constant d; .
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APPENDIX A:ALTERNATIVE DEFINITION OF FORM FACTORS

By m eans of the G ordon identity 2M y u® u= u’d + 2P )u one can rewrie [I) as (see eg. in Ref. @)
~O o » P + P . i + P
BOF0E O)pl = uE) ASE M —— 4 B0E T )
2 aM y
g 2
+ C%f )——————  ciig up); @1)
My

whereA® (@)= M F@©),A° 0+ Be(t)=2J°@®),C*@K) = %dil‘ (t) with a= Q ;G . In this notation the constraints [
read A9 (0)+ A® (0)= 1andB? (0) + B€ (0) = 0 m eaning that the totalnuclon gravitom agnetic m om ent vanishes.

APPENDIX B:ALTERNATIVE PROOF OF THE STABILITY CONDITION

T he stability condition [I0) can be proven altematively in the follow ing way. Let F (r) denote the pro le finction
which m Inin izes the soliton energy [I4), ie.which satis es (I9), and substitute r ! r’= r in [I4). This yields

Megill= 'E,+ Egq+ ’Egn B1)

where E,, E; and E, are the contrbutions of respectively the 2-derivative, 4-derivative and m ass term in [I4).

M o1l 1In BI) hasamhinum at = 1, ie.we have the conditions
@M \
CM o1l ] - E,+E,; 3B, =0; B2)
@ -1
2
M
@@7521” = 2E,+ 12E, > 0; ®3)

=1

which holds since the E; (1= 2;4;m ) are positive. T he above considerations are well known, the relation B2) is
som etin es referred to as the \virialtheorem " in the Skym em odel ,@]. Forourpurposes it is su cient to ocbserve
that the virial theorem is nothing but the stability condition

zZ
L@M sol[ ]

o () =
drrp® = o

=1

APPENDIX C:ROTATIONAL CORRECTIONS FOR Tqgo(r),p(r) AND s(r)

T he expression for a quantity in the Skym e m odel is in general of the type [18). In this work we have chosen to
consider rotational corrections to a quantity if and only if it receives no contribution from the leading order of the
largeN . expansion. T his Appendix ain s at m aking the argum ents in favour of this procedure m ore clear.

In our approach we have, In particular, neglected rotational correctionsto the densities Tgq (r), p (r) and s(r). W hat
would have happened if one kept these rotational corrections? Let us denote the densities w ith Included rotational
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correctionsby T gq (r), p(r) and s(r). T he corresponding m odel expressions read

Too ) = Toote)+ S Y op gy poy 7 ASHF @ now+ 2D o e
12 2 e? e?r?
SE+1) ., , AF°®)?  4si®F (v)
pk) = p@ + T sSn“F (xr) F°+ 32 + 392 C2)
s = s+ 28D Gep g 82, AsiF () €3)
12 2 e? e?r?

with T (r), p(r) and s(r) as given by Egs. [24, 26, [27), ie. the 2 . 1
- " - - . rep(r) in GeV fm
ﬁon:espondjng densities w thout rotational corrections. N ote that p
ExToo @) = Mg+ 25 with M o1 de ned in [@4). At this [ T
point several procedures have been considered In literature.

2 L .
[ _ ]

/ \\ approach A

A . Oneprocedure, used eg. in ,@], consists n m inin izing 1 [ / \ .

only the soliton energy M o, in Eq. [14), but keeping the respective [ \
rotational corrections understood as am all perturbations. Then [ \\ i
eg. the nuckon or mass are obtained by adding up the m ini- 0 =
m ized soliton energy M 4,1 and the rotational energy w . This [ v
procedure strictly speaking does not yield a stable soliton. This 1 _ our approach C ]
can be dem onstrated eg. by evaluating the pressure p (r) w ith the Bl
pro le fiinction which m inin izes M ;. For the param eters used * -
n Bf] we cbtain the result shown 1 Fig.[d. Clearly, the p(x) 0 0.5 1 rinfm
evaluated in this way is always positive and violates the stability 5 . )

o s .. .. FIG.9: r*p(r) in the Skym e m odel as function of r.
condition [I0). T his isnot surprizing because from the proofofthe D ashed line: Result obtained Hlow ing the procedure
stability condition In the Skyrmm em odelgiven in APP-E it is clear @), see text, used eg. in Ref. [38]. Solid line: Result
that [I0) willbe satis ed ifand only if one evaluates the pressure obtained fllow ing the procedure (C) used in thiswork.
w ith that pro le finction which m inin izes the fiill energy. Both curves refer to the chiral Iim it.

R
B. Oneway to resolve the problem s encountered above consists in m inin izing M 4,1 &% Tpo (). The pro ke

fiinction which does that has to satisfy the integro-di erentialequation (shce = [F ], seeEq. ([1D)
, S+ 1) 42 sin’F @) F Q@) 22 sin2F () F °(r)?
left-hand side of Eq. [I3) + P 257 o2 c4)
8rsin’F )F%(r) ¥ | 4sin’F (r) sih2F (r)
— sin 2F (r) + = 0
e?F 2 2 e?F 2

w ith the sam e boundary conditions as or Eq. [I3). Now one cbtains a consistent description of the densities. E g.
the distributions of pressure and shear forces w ith rotational corrections satisfy the relation [d), because

2
E @s(r) N 2s(r) N Qp (x) _ F_

Fo (r) equations of m otion w ith rotational corrections = 0; C5)
3 Qr r Qr r2

where \equations of m otion w ith rotational corrections" denotes the left-hand-side of Eq. [C4). A lso the stability
condition [IQ) holdsw ith included rotational corrections which can be seen by rew riting

@ F?2 sh'F @ F?m?
r? = — 7 + —rFr)? + 3 F
p () or rp(r) 2 ° (r) 3r c ° 1 cosF (r)
SE+1) F* 5 , ar 02
? ?r sn” F (]:’) + Q sn” F (r)F (r)
F2
? F © (r) equations of m otion w ith rotational corrections : Co)

A tematively, one m ay use the scaling trick discussed in App.[RBl. For that we notice that in addition to the E; in
Eq. B1) there are two contributions due to rotational corrections, nam ely

Z 2
SE* D oy an’r @) Fop?+ S EE c7)

Z
SE+1)_,
¥ 3e? 2 r2

17 2 &x sn?F ) ;7 Eree =

E rot;1 =
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such that

3

Meil 1= 'Eo+ Es+ En+ ’Epea+ " Erorp: c8)

Also in this case the conditions analog to [BZ) hold and, in particular, we have

z

drrzp(r) - LM

=0: C9
12 @ €9

0 =1
T hus, also w ith Included rotational corrections one obtains a consistent description of the form factors ofthe EM T .
The problem is, however, that [C4) has no solution in the chiral Iim it, while the solutions which exist for su ciently
lrgem yield results in con ict with chiral symm etry [43,(44], see also the review BI].

Them Inin ization ofM 1= M g1+ % would be unsatisfactory also from the point ofview of largeN . counting,
asno contribution ofO N CO) is lncluded. Such temm s could in principle be taken into account by adopting the P elerls—
Y ococoz proction technique in non-relativistic m any body theory E, @, @]. If one assum es the "am all overlap
approxin ation" the energy is sin ilar to the one obtained approxin ately by pion corrections to the Skymm e m odel
]. n ﬁe chiral quark soliton m odel, which is in this respect sin ilar to the Skym e m odel, this has been discussed
In Ref. [64].

C. A consistent description of the nuclkon EM T which respects chiral symm etry is obtained by adopting the
procedure used In this work. A fter quantizing the soliton one neglects rotational corrections w ith respect to the
leading order contribution unless the Jatter is zero. Ie. rotational corrections are considered if and only if the leading
order contrbution happens to vanish for sym m etry reasons.

In this way one strictly speaking cannot describe the proton and neutron separately, but has to lin it oneself to
isoscalar and isovector quantities which are In general of di erent order in the largeN . expansion. This iswhat we
did in this work, see eg. Tablk.[l. H owever, the results obtained here for the total EM T form factors refer both to
the proton and neutron if one neglects isospin violation (and electrom agnetic corrections).

APPENDIX D:BEHAVIOUR AT SMALL r

Solving the EulerLagrange equation [[9) iteratively at sm allr one cbtains for the pro le fiinction the expansion
X

a
F (@) = ?“, € )" 01)
. !
whereay = andax = 0 Preven k 2.W ih thede nitione = m =(EF ) the ax rodd k are given by
az
431+2 2% +3m?
asz =
51+ 8 2)
24 S(5+ 32 2+ 88 5+ 448 %)+ 3 ’m2(35 16°2+832 H+3 m’(G 562 02)
as = 7
> 351+ 8 2)2
etc. Notice that = (e ). Numerically we nd = 1:00376 orre = 0,and = 110752 forre = 022715

which correspondstom = 138M &V for our choice of param eters). In thisway [[3) can be solved in principle as a
di erentialequation to any nite order in r. H ow ever, this iterative procedure can only be used after (19) is solved as
a boundary valie problem (w ith the constraintsF (0)= andF () ! Oasr! 1 )and = F%0)=(F ) isknown.

Inserting [D1,[D2) to the m odelexpressions [24H27) or the densities T (r), g (¥), p () and s (r) one cbtains the
results in [3EH38) w ith the positive constants

2F4 4F6
Too @)= ——— 3 24+ 12 *+ 4m?) ; A=e4 20244 %4 @2 0 3)
efrt e'r® 2@ ¢ 2 2m?)1+ 4 2
0) = 41 2 ) ; B = 4
PO)= —— re” ) 1 T8 ) 0 4)
C_e2F4 @2+ 1) 05)
a4 3 )

From [D4) it is not cbvious that p(0) and B are positive. In order to check that this is really the case, we note 1rst
that fp(0) > 0,thenaloB / ©8 * 2 2w?)> 8 % 22 8m?)/ p()> 0.Thusi issu cint to dem onstrate
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a? vs. m,f/a2+l (@ o vs Hﬁ/a2+1 (b)
R I LI I L UL I I L I
1.6 40 .
1.4 30 T
20 -
1.2
10 .
1
PP EPEEPEE PEPErErE PR IR 0 APEPErE EPEPEPETE BPEPEITY EEPEPETE EPEPEE
0 01 02 03 04 h_ 0 5 10 15 20 hi
FIG .10: Solid lines: The din ensionless quantity = F °(0)=@F ) as function of® = m =(F ) in the region of (a) sm alle 0:5,

and () up to © 25. D ashed lines: T he function ©%= 2 + 1 which is sm aller than 2 dem onstrating that p(0) > 0, cf.Eq. D).

that p (0) is positive which can be rew ritten as

2
e
p®>0 , > —+ 0 6)

NG

By num erically solving the boundary value problem fordi erentre 035, which forour choice of param eters in [21)
correspondstom < 300M €V, we observe that 2 > m?= 2 + 1, see Fig.[I0a. In particular, the weaker nequality
[0 d) is satis ed. Thus, for reasonable choices of the param eterse, F ,m we nd p(0) > 0.

O nem ay wonder whether p (0) is always positive, irregpective the choice ofe, P ,m . Recalling that the boundary
value problem [19) is characterized by e only, which ©llow s from substituing x = reF in [13), we observe that the
inequality [D @) is satis ed at least up tore 25 Wwhere we start to arrive at the lim its of our num erical procedure),
see Fig.[L0b. O ur observations suggest that if the boundary valie problem [19) has a solution, then it yieldsp Q) > 0
(and, as we explicitly checked, satis es {I0), and yields a negative d;). It seem s that p(0) > 0 is a property of the
boundary value problem [I3), though we are able to verify thisonly in a nite range of the (positive) param eter re
(which, however, goes far beyond what is needed to descrbe the physical situation in the Skym em odel) .

Another Interesting cbservation is the linear asym ptotic behaviour 2 Amr +B wihA 1:688 and B 0865,
which sets in already at m oderate values ofre , see F igs.[I0a and b.

APPENDIX E:CHIRAL PROPERTIES OF THE FORM FACTORS

Tn this A ppendix we derive the results presented in E gs. [GOHE4) .

In particular, we shall see that these properties are determ ined by f(r vmn)
the long distance behaviour of the pro Il finction (39), ie. that e e S
they are of general character. 1 =
For that we notice that it is possible to rew rite the pro Il func- i 7

tion as 08 | / i

R§ 0.6 -

F (r) = 2arctan ?f(r;m )1+ m r)exp( m r) E1) I
04 -

wih f (rym ) satisfying the ©ollow ing properties. First,asr ! 1 i _ 1
the finction £ (Gm ) ! 1 whilk all its derivatives (w ith respect 02 | T M 238M v
to r and/orm ) tend to zero. This guarantees the correct large / M= &
distance behaviour of F (r) in [39). Second, the soliton equation 0 e '_'
ofmotion [19) dem ands that this fingtion has a Taylor expansion 0 05 1 rinfm
around r= 0 ofthe orm f(m )= o fm )r® ;n which onky
odd powersn = 1; 3; 5; ::: appear. Ie., it vanishes or snallr as FIG.11: The function £ @Gm ) de ned in Eq. ET).

f(m )/ r,which guarantees the correct boundary value for the
soliton pro e F (0)= in theAnsatz [ED).



17

The function f (r;m ) can be detem ined uniquely from [E1l) affer Eq. [15) has been solved for F (r) with the

boundary valiesF (0)= andF () ! Oasr! 1 .Alkematively, onem ay insert the Ansatz [E1) into Eq. [I5) and
solve directly the new di erentialequation for £ (rym ) sub fct to the new boundary conditions: 1im ., o £ (rym )=r=
constand f@m ) ! lasr! 1 .W e stressthat by mtroducing [E1) we m erely change the notation but do not

introduce any approxin ation. Fig.[Ill shows f Gm ) ©orm = 0 and 138M &V .
W e discuss rst the slope of the form factord; (t) at zero m om entum transfer. T he general expression for d? O) :n
term s of s (r) Hllow s from expanding Eq. [@) for sm allt and reads
Z Z

M M
hl d3rr4s(r)= al

Err? : 2
42 16 rrp) ©2)

&) =

T he second relation in [E2) Hllow s from Integrationsby partsand the relation [d). From the large distance asym ptotics
ofp(r) and s(x) in [@2,[43) i is clear that &) (0) diverges in the chirallin i, and iswellde ned only orm 6 0 (and
that only orm $ 0 m anipulations like the integration by parts are wellde ned).

W e consider rst the expression E2 or d? (0) in term s of s (r) . For our purposes the m odelexpression [27) forthe
distrbution of shear forces can be conveniently decom posed as s(r) = sp (r) + sg (r) where

2

2
s 0= F°@)? F°()? snEo - € 3)

e? r? 2

sn’F @ © - sin’F (r)
71‘2 ; S ¥)= ———F

In the chiral lim it sg (r) / r% at large r, and gives a contrdbution to the slope ofd; (t) at t= 0 which iswellde ned
and nite in the chirallin i. T hus, denoting this contribution by df 0)g , we note that

z
M
I Prfs@=0m%): E4)

0

L) =

In fact, whatm akesdf (0) divergent in the chirallin it it isthe part sy (r) / L at larger. Letm $ 0 in the follow ing.

r6
W e perform the integralover r in a sphericalbox of radiisD , and takeD ! 1 later. sertihg the expression [E3J)
r sy (r) wih the Ansatz [E1l) nto [EZ) and m aking the legitin ate pecausem 6 0) substitution r ! a=m yields

4 2 oz
0 4 MyRGF
d 0= —"7"———— daGil@m ) E5)
42m
0
where we de ned the finction @wih £0¢;m ) g—yf(y;m ) for brevity)
aSe 2a
Gi@m ) = > a'+4a’+ 7a°+ 6a+ 3 £(2;m )’
a'+ miRg L+ a)’f (2-im )%e e
2aa’+ 3"+ 4a+2 £2m )ECm )+ a’ @+ DE0Em )7 E6)

MmEq. [ES) orm 6 Owemay safely takeD ! 1 . Thisstep is trivial in our analytical calculation, however, it is a
subtle issue for calculations (in m odels or Jattice QCD ) perform ed in a nite volum e. T he correct chiralbehaviour is
obtained only by rst taking the In nite volum e lin i, and considering then the lim i ofpion m asses becom ing sm all.
Them -expansion ofthe integral [E5) reads

7 7
daG,@m )= dae? a'+4a’+ 7a%+ 6a+3 +0@m )=7+0@m ); &7

0 0

where for the leading term we m ade use of the fact that £ (y;m ) ! 1 for large argum ents y, while its derivatives
go to zero. Elin inating Ry in avour of g and F according to [39) we obtain the resul quoted in [Bl). W em ay
repeat this exercise exploring the relation ofd(f (0) in tem s of the pressure in Eq. [EZ). The calculation is analog to
that presented above and yields the sam e result [5l). T hus, our procedure to derive the leading non-analytic chiral
contribution to d? (0) regpects the m odel equations ofm otion.

N ext Jet us discuss the chiralexpansion ofd;  d (t)3-0. Since s(r) and p (r) / r% at large r, see [42,[43), d; takes
a nite valie in the chirallin it. The next term in its chiral expansion is linear inm  which can be found as follow s.
W e use the relation [II) ©rd; in tem s of s (r) and the presentation [E1l) for the soliton pro l, and interchange the
order of di erentiating w ith respect tom  and integrating over r. Substitutihg r ! a=m we obtain

Z o b

Q@d; 1 3 Iz@s(r) 4 MyF-Ry

= - d = da G ; ; 8
@m 3 ‘ @m 3 aGzlam ) ©8)
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where G, (a;m ) isa function sin ilarto (outmuch lengthier than) that in Eq. [E6), whose sm allm -expansion reads

S 7
5
daG,@m )= 2 dae?® &a*+2a°+a 1+0@m )= Z+O(m )7 E9)

0 0

which yields the chiral expansion of d; quoted in Eq. [B0). Starting from the expression [IIl) which expresses d;
in tem s of p (r) one reproduces the result in Eq. [50) by a sin ilar calculation. W e stress that also the calculations
leading to [B0) respect the m odel equations of m otion.

Next we consider the m ean square radius of the energy density de ned in {45). Since Tgo (¥) / rie at large r,
see Eq. [4]]), the m ean square radius of the energy density has a wellde ned chiral lin it. Tts rst chiral correction
appears already in lnear order n m and the coe cient of this lkading non-analytic term can be found by m eans of
a calculation which is com pletely analog to that in Eq. [E8) and yields the result quoted in Eq. [52).

F inally, w e considerthem ean square radiis ofthe angularm om entum density which isde ned in (48). A calculation
analog to that in Egs. [EHET) yields the result quoted in Eq. [54).

APPENDIX F:SCALING RELATIONS

In our approach | In which we consider 1=N . corrections to som e quantity if and only if the respective leading
order contrdbution vanishes, see Sec.[II1 | the dependence on the m odelparam etersF  and e is trivialand given by
the ollow Ing scaling relations

M = F G m _ e G m _ 1 G m
N e oF r F oF r gA ez oF 7
_ G m 1 m 4 = 1 G m F1)
I=0 oF ’ I=1 e4 oF I 1 e4 oF 7
F* m F* m 1 m
Too Q) = — — 0)= — ; i= —— 6 ——
0o ( 2 = p( 2 & m o =

The last resul holds for allm ean square radii. The functions G (y) are di erent for the di erent quantities.

Ifone choosese, F  di erently from the param eter xing used i thiswork m Egs. (20,[21), then the relations [EIl)
allow to rescale the resuls for the respective quantities in tem s of the new param eters. Strictly speaking one needs
orthat them -dependence of the respective quantities which we have provided in Sec.[V 11 ©or quantities of interest.
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