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Study of kaon structure using the light-cone quark model
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We investigate the various distributions explaining the multidimensional structure of kaon at the level of
its constituents (« and 5) using the light-cone quark model. The overlap form of wave functions associated
with the light-cone quark model is adopted for the calculations. The generalized parton distributions
(GPDs) of u and 5 quarks are presented for the case when the momentum transfer in the longitudinal
direction is nonzero. The dependence of kaon GPDs is studied in terms of the variation of the quark
longitudinal momentum fraction, momentum transfer in the longitudinal direction, and total momentum
transfer to the final state of the hadron. The transverse impact-parameter dependent GPDs are also studied
by taking the Fourier transformation of general GPDs. Further, the quantum phase-space distributions,
Wigner distributions, are studied for the case of unpolarized, longitudinally polarized, and transversely
polarized partons in an unpolarized kaon. The Wigner distributions are analyzed in the transverse impact-
parameter plane, the transverse momentum plane, and the mixed plane. Further, to get a complete picture of
the kaon in terms of its valence quarks, the variation of longitudinal momentum fraction carried by quark
and antiquark in the generalized transverse momentum-dependent parton distributions is studied for
different values of transverse quark and antiquark momentum (k) as well as for different values of
momentum transferred to the kaon in the transverse direction (A | ). This has been done for zero as well as
nonzero skewedness representing, respectively, the absence and presence of momentum transfer to the final
state of the kaon in the longitudinal direction. Furthermore, the possible spin-orbit correlation for « and 5 in
the kaon is elaborated in the context of Wigner distributions and generalized transverse momentum-

dependent parton distributions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum chromodynamics (QCD) which is a part of the
Standard Model (SM) describes the formation of the hadron
by including the strong interrelation between quarks,
antiquarks, and gluons. The hadron structure cannot be
derived directly from the structure functions and the non-
perturbative effects of QCD are the key to understand the
complex internal structure of the hadron. This can be
attempted through probing where, by knowing the nature of
the scattering reaction, one can extract the detailed infor-
mation about the structure. The probe chosen for the
interaction with the hadron is a pointlike particle such as
a lepton. The parton distribution functions (PDFs) [1,2] and
the form factors (FFs) [3-6] are the basic ingredients to
understand the internal hadron structure. The extended
information on the internal structure can be explained
through the generalized parton distributions (GPDs)
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[7-11] and the transverse momentum-dependent parton
distributions (TMDs) [12,13]: the techniques to understand
the three-dimensional picture of the hadron. The GPDs
depend on three variables, namely, (a) the quark longi-
tudinal momentum fraction x, (b) the momentum transfer in
the longitudinal direction £, and (c) the total momentum
transfer to the final state of the hadron ¢ = A?. In general,
GPDs are responsible for unraveling the longitudinal and
transverse distribution of partons inside the hadron. The
Fourier transformation of GPDs provides us with the
impact-parameter dependent GPDs carrying the informa-
tion in terms of the transverse distance from the center of
the hadron. The impact-parameter dependent GPDs in the
presence of the transverse momentum in the longitudinal
direction have been effectively discussed [14]. In the
absence of the longitudinal momentum transfer, i.e.,
¢ =0, the impact-parameter dependent GPDs (x, b))
end up with a probabilistic interpretation of the parton’s
density in the fast moving hadron, where b, is the
transverse impact-parameter distance [15]. Further, since
the GPDs are unable to explain the parton distributions in
terms of the transverse momentum carried by the valence
parton, the TMDs can be defined as they provide the
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information of parton distributions in terms of the parton’s
transverse momentum (K | ).

FFs enter into the elastic processes to explain the
nonperturbative dynamics of partons in terms of photon
virtuality. However, the possibility of the occurrence of
inelastic scattering processes increases as compared to the
elastic scattering at high photon virtuality. The deep
inelastic scattering [16] is helpful in the interpretation of
PDFs which explicate the probability of locating the parton
carrying the longitudinal momentum fraction x inside the
hadron. The GPDs explain through various exclusive
processes, the presence of the recoil momentum A, as
the hadron has different initial and final states. Such
processes are named as deeply virtual Compton scattering
[17-22] and hard exclusive meson production [23-25]. If
the final state has the unpolarized meson with zero spin,
one needs to measure the longitudinal cross section [9].
Further, the TMDs which are compatible in explaining the
distribution of partons in transverse momentum space are
accessible through semi-inclusive deep inelastic scattering
and Drell-Yan processes [26-30]. The three-dimensional
GPDs are the unification of FFs and PDFs for { = 0. The x
integration of the GPDs leads to the FFs which conceal the
location of partons in the transverse direction. Whereas in
the forward limit, A| = 0, GPDs produce PDFs.

The quantum phase-space distributions, i.e., Wigner
distributions [31,32], are explained as the position and
momentum-space distributions of partons in the fast mov-
ing hadron. Being limited to the five-dimensional quasi-
probabilistic distributions, Wigner distributions interpret in
terms of probabilistic quantities, i.e., impact-parameter
dependent distributions and TMDs. Furthermore, the
Fourier transformation of the Wigner distributions are
related to generalized transverse momentum-dependent
distributions of partons (GTMDs) [33,34] for { =0.
Generally, GTMDs are named as mother distributions
because GPDs and TMDs can be derived by applying
certain integrations and limits. The quark GTMDs in a
hadron can be measured through the exclusive double
Drell-Yan process where two photons are observed in the
final state along with the hadron. The quark GTMDs have
been extracted for the case of the nucleon by considering all
possible helicities of hadrons and photons [35]. The quark
GTMDs can be extracted from the scattering amplitude for
the process where the dominating contribution is taken for
the transversely polarized photons. The measured quark
GTMDs lie in the Efremov-Radyushkin-Brodsky-Lepage
(ERBL) region, i.e., —={ < x < {. The Wigner distributions
and GTMDs are also important in calculating the spin-
orbital angular momentum (spin-OAM) and spin-spin
correlations. In addition to this, quark orbital angular
momentum is related to the phase-space average of the
Wigner distributions.

The probabilistic distributions, i.e., the GPDs and
TMDs, have been studied widely in the sense of theories

and experiments. The various models which remain suc-
cessful in explaining the GPDs, both for the nucleon and
pion, are the MIT bag model [36], the constituent quark
model with a nonrelativistic approach [37,38] as well as
with relativistic approach [39,40], the meson cloud model
[41], the light-front quark-diquark model [42], and the
AdS/QCD inspired light-cone model [43,44] using the
Bethe-Salpeter approach [45,46]. The GPDs in transverse
impact-parameter space have also been studied widely
[47-51]. Recently, the unified Wigner distributions have
been evaluated extensively using various models by con-
sidering different polarization configurations of quarks and
gluons in the case of a spin—% hadron [52-58]. Further, using
these distributions, the spin-spin and spin-OAM correla-
tions have also been studied [59,60]. Recently, for the pion,
the Wigner distributions have been successfully investi-
gated [61]. Along with the Wigner distributions, the
GTMDs have also been studied for the spin—% as well as
spin-0 hadrons.

In light of the studies done for the case of the pion, we
move a step forward to study the internal structure of the
kaon in the context of its valence partons by adopting the
motivation toward the spin-0 hadron structure [33,62]. It
is important to mention here that even though kaon is a
spin-0 hadron, it is different from the pion in terms of its
constituents that have unequal quark masses (one is light u
and other is heavy quark s). Further, the dynamics of
valence partons in a spin-0 meson system are easier to
determine as compared to the spin—% baryon system as
the mesons are composed of a quark-antiquark pair.
However, the experiments are more focused on the
internal structure of the lowest lying pion and nucleon
and there is no experimental data available for the case of
the kaon. However, the kaon sea quark distributions can
induced by including one charged kaon on an isoscalar
target [63]. The kaon-nucleus Drell-Yan process demands
several combinations of valence and sea quarks. The
combination of differently charged kaons, incident on
the isoscalar target, permits one to evaluate valence-
valence interactions separately. In other words, the linear
combinations of cross sections induced by K™ and K~
lead to valence-valence terms while the interaction of K+
with the deuteron gives the sea-valence and sea-sea
interaction terms.

One of the important models which can be used to
investigate the kaon at the level of its constituents is the
light-cone QCD inspired model. The light-cone framework
[64,65] provides a suitable environment for the description
of the hadron’s internal structure when it moves relativis-
tically [65,66]. The light-cone inspired quark model has
been applied to successfully calculate the electromagnetic
form factors and compare them with the experimental data
[67]. The mesonic light-cone Fock state wave functions are
expanded as |[M) =3"qq)w 4+ >-19G9)w 454+ -+, Where
we choose the minimal Fock state description, i.e., the
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quark-antiquark state, because we study the leading-twist
distributions [68].

In this work, we study the various distributions of the u
quark as well as the § quark in the kaon using the light-
cone quark model (LCQM). We have used the overlap
representation of the light-cone wave functions. While
evaluating the u quark distribution, the other quark, i.e.,
the 5 quark, is considered as a spectator and vice versa.
First of all, we discuss the generalized distributions of
quark and antiquark in the kaon for { # 0. We also discuss
the GPDs in transverse position space, i.e., transverse
impact-parameter GPDs for the case when the momentum
transfer in the longitudinal direction is nonzero ¢ # 0.
We also study the case when the momentum transfer in
the longitudinal direction is zero { = 0. We discuss
the Wigner distributions with the quark and antiquark
having different polarizations in the kaon. We take the
case where the kaon, however, remains unpolarized
throughout the calculations. We further explain the kaon
GTMDs for the case of { =0 as well as { # 0. In the
context of the Wigner distributions and GTMDs, the spin-
orbit correlation of the u# quark and 5 quark in the kaon
has also been studied.

The paper is arranged as follows. We provide the
detailed description about the general framework of the
light-cone quark model and the associated wave functions
in Sec. II. In Sec. III, generalized distributions of the quark
and antiquark in the kaon are presented for { # 0 describ-
ing the three-dimensional picture of the kaon. Further, the
impact-parameter dependent GPDs for nonzero skewed-
ness are evaluated by taking the Fourier transformation
from the momentum transferred to the impact-parameter
distance in Sec. IV. We present the definitions of Wigner
distributions in terms of polarization configurations and
the calculations for Wigner distributions, the phase-space
distribution describing the five-dimensional picture of the
kaon for both u quark and 5 quark in Sec. V. We present
the results in the transverse impact-parameter plane, the
transverse momentum plane, and in mixed space. In
Sec. VI, GTMDs, the mother distributions of valence
partons in the kaon, are discussed for { = 0 as well as
¢ # 0. The possible spin-orbit correlation for u and 5
quarks in the kaon are calculated, plotted, and discussed
in Sec. VII. At the end, we summarize the results in
Sec. VIIL

II. LIGHT-CONE QUARK MODEL

A. General framework

If the light-cone momentum fractions and relative
momentum coordinates of the hadronic constituents are
denoted by x; = k" /P* and k ;, then the light-cone Fock
state expansion of the hadronic eigenstate, |M (P*, P, S.))
in terms of its constituent eigenstates |n), is defined as
[68,69]

d A’k
[M(P*P,.S, — e
\/"16n
5(1 - in) 5@ <Zkﬂ>
i=1 i1
X |n;xip+xiPL+kLiv}“i>l/’f1i/M(xivkLi)7
(1)
where
(x Py + k) +mf
ki = -xiP+7 7xiPJ_ + kJ_i : (2)

x,»P+

Here m; are the masses of i numbers of constituents of
the hadron and 4; is the helicity of the ith constituent.
In Eq. (1), x;P, +k,; =p,; is the physical transverse
momenta term and v,y gives the probability amplitudes
for finding the on-shell mass constituents of the meson
[70]. The n-particle Fock states |p;,p,;) are normalized
as follows:

(ns p'op i il pi o p s Ai)

= H 162°pf6(p' = p )6 ('L — P1i)Sy,- (3)
i=1

We use the frame where the general four-vector A =

[AT,A7, A | components are described as

AT=A"+A3, A, =(AA?) and A2=ATA"—AZ%.
We choose a symmetric light-cone frame for the calcu-

lations with A - —A symmetry. The initial and final

four-momenta of the meson in the symmetric frame are

taken as [68,69]

, M?>+ A% /4 A}
P = {(1+§)P+’7(1+§)P+ ,7], (4)
y M?* + A? /4 A
P’ = [(1 )P, (1_ P ,—7], (5)
respectively.

The average four-vector momentum of meson P =
PP
% and the four-vector momentum transfer from the

meson A¥ = P'* — P"F are given as

M?* + A?/4
Sl = ©
_ (A + 402
A= [mﬁ’_ 2 -)pT } 2
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+ . .
where { = — ZA? is the skewedness and M is defined as the
meson mass.

B. Light-cone wave functions for the kaon

The two-particle Fock state expansion in Eq. (1) for the
meson (n = 2) can be reduced to

x. Ky, A1)

B dxd’k |
Mp.5)) = ;/ N
Xy (k). (8)

Here A; and 4, describe the helicities of the quark and
antiquark in the meson, respectively.

Since the kaon is a pseudoscalar particle with S = 0, the
light-cone wave functions l//é“’/12 (x,k ) in Eq. (8) can be
defined for different combinations of helicities of the quark
and spectator antiquark in the kaon as [68]

1 ky—ik
) _ 1 2
vy (v k) = ——=——=0(x. k).
L Y A
I (1=x)m; +xm
I 1 2
x,k _ = ka ’
Yo ( J_) \/z ki T 2 ¢( J_)
1 (1 —=x)m; +xm
b1 1 2
o (v k)=~ ¢lx. ko),
0 V2 KR AE *
Ik + ik,
l//(%’i(x’kJ_) = _\/z K2 2 (p(x’ kJ_)’ (9)

with
P =(1-x)m?+xm3—x(1—x)(m —my)*  (10)

The positive (negative) helicity of the quark and the
antiquark spectator is denoted by 1(]). Here, the longi-
tudinal momentum fraction of the quark and the quark
transverse momentum are denoted by x and k|, respec-
tively. On the other hand, for the antiquark spectator, these
terms are described by (1 — x) and —k |, respectively.

Heletot) =3 [ e = ala(-5)ra(5 ) mee)

The momentum-space wave function ¢(x, k | ) in Eq. (9)
is described using the Brodsky-Huang-Lepage method
[67]. We have

p(x.ky)
k3 +mi | kG +m3 (m? — m2)?2
— Aexp | - —= I-x  _ 1 2
p Sﬁz 82 k2 +m? + k2+m2\ |’
ﬂ X 1-x

(11)

where the parameters f and A are defined as the
harmonic scale and normalization constant, respectively.
Here m; and m, represent the mass of the u quark and 5§
quark in the kaon, respectively. The numerical values of
the parameters used for the calculations are as follows:
m; = 0.25 GeV, m, = 0.5 GeV (with the u quark on
shell), f =0.393 GeV, and A = 74.2.

ITII. GENERALIZED QUARK AND ANTIQUARK
DISTRIBUTIONS FOR THE KAON (GPDS)

The GPDs are evaluated using the overlap form of
wave functions in the LCQM. To carry out with the
distributions, the support interval —1 < x < 1 is divided
into three regions: (i) the ERBL region —{ <x < ¢
where both quark-antiquark pairs are involved, (ii) the
Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-Parisi (DGLAP)
region { <x <1 for the distributions of the quark,
and (iii) the DGLAP region —-1<x<-{ for
the distributions of antiquark. In this work, we have
focused on the DGLAP regions for evaluating the
distributions of quark and antiquark. In these regions,
the conserved number of particle leads to n — n over-
laps of diagonal elements. For the case of the kaon we
have n = 2 and since it is a spin-0 particle, the number
of GPDs are less as compared to the higher spin
particles. The associated GPD for the kaon, defined
via the off-diagonal matrix elements of the bilocal field
operator, is expressed as [9]

(12)

77=0,z, =0,

The overlap form of wave functions for the kaon GPD is achieved by operating the quark field operators on the specific
state of the kaon. The 2 — 2 overlaps of wave functions for H(x,{, 1) are given as

d’k

HK()C,C,I):/ 1671’3

[WST’T(X//’ k//)l//g’T(x/, k/) + y/(’;T’l(x”, k”)wg’i(x’, k/)

e T Ry T (LK) gt Kyt (LK), (13)

where the initial and final momenta (k’, and k'|) and longitudinal momentum fractions (x| and x/) carried by the struck
quark in the symmetric frame in the DGLAP domains { < x < 1 and —1 < x < —{ are given as
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A X +¢
K, =k, +(1-x)=5 ¥ = 14
A x =<
and k'j_:kll—(l—x")T; X/{: I—C (15)

For the spectator, which is an antiquark here, the initial and
final states of the momenta and corresponding longitudinal
momentum fractions are given as

A, X2
k!, =k, —x,—; = , 16
Ls 12 =% 2 X 1+¢ (16)
A X2
and k/is:kJ-Q—'_ng; ngl_c. (17)

It would be important to mention here that for the struck
quark, the momentum and longitudinal momentum fraction
are taken to be k;; =k, and x; =x, respectively.
However, for the antiquark spectator, the respective param-
eters are k|, = -k, and x, =1 —x.

The required conditions that should be satisfied for initial
and final states are

Zx;- =1,

i=1

2
and Y X/ =1, (18)
i=1

2 2
> K, =0, and Y K[,=0,. (19
i=1 i=1

The antiquark GPDs are defined from quark GPDs as [9]
Hq(xaz:a t,m],mz) = —Hq(—x,g,l,mz,ml)- (20)

In the above equation, the masses get reversed in the 5
quark case due to the on-shell mass effect. In other words,
when the quark (antiquark) case is taken into account
m; (m,) is considered to be on shell, where m (m,) denotes
the mass of the u quark (5 quark). On the other hand, if we
consider the antiquark as an active parton and the quark as
the spectator, the conditions described in Eq. (19) should
remain the same; however, the antiquark momentum will
now be given as k| | = —k | and the longitudinal momen-
tum fraction by the active antiquark will be given as
x; = —x. In that case, the quark spectator momentum
and longitudinal momentum fraction are taken to be
k , =k, and x, = 1 + x, respectively.

In the LCQM, the expressions of the GPD H(x, ¢, t) of
the u and s quarks for the kaon in the DGLAP regions are
expressed as

2 2 A2
H("‘):/d kJ_ ki_(l—x) ﬂ
167 1-¢% 4

{(1-x)
1-22
@, (X" K)o, (X' K'))

(koA + kyAy) + MM,

x : (21)
N TRV S
] 4’k (1+ x) A2
HE) = _/ Llk2 — —L
673 |t 1= 4
1
_ 575 _“;‘) (koA + kyA,) + MM
P KD KL) o)
VI 12 i 4 12
Here, we have
1—x x+¢
M, = .
1M Ty e™
, 1=x x=¢
M"_I—Cm1+—1—g“m2’ (23)
M=
14+x —x—=C
"o
M§—1_€m2+1_§m1, (24)
1—x x+<¢ (1-x)(x+9)
2 _ 2 2 _ _ 2
lu_1+é’m1 1+Cm2 (1+é«)2 (ml mZ) ’
(25)
1—x x=¢ (1-x)(x=20)
"2 __ 2 2 _ _ 2
l”_l—é’ml+1—¢’m2 (-7 (my —my)*,
(26)
1+x —x+¢ (I+x)(¢—x)
2 _ 2 2 _ - 2
(27)
1+x —x=¢ (1+x)(x+¢)
"% = m35 + m3 + my —my)>.
Tttt g e
(28)

There are primarily four parameters used in the calcu-
lations: the mass of the u quark m; = 0.25 GeV, the mass
of 5§ my = 0.5 GeV (with the u quark being on-shell), the
harmonic scale constant f = 0.393 GeV, and the normali-
zation constant A = 74.2. Using these parameters, we have
calculated the unpolarized GPDs H(x,{,t) of kaon’s
valence partons corresponding to the u and § quarks for
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Hy+ (x,{=0.1,t)

3f —— _t=0.02 1 3 —— _t=0.02 1
u-quark u—quark
o[ ===== —t=0.2 ] o[ ===== —1=0.2 b
smeme= 4220 smemem =20
1F 1F
0

Hy+ (x,=0.3,1)

] -2 ]
s—quark
_37\Squar L L \7 _37\ L L \7
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
(@) X (b) X

FIG. 1.
2.0 GeV? for skewedness (a) £ = 0.1 and (b) ¢ = 0.3.

the case when skewedness is nonzero, i.e., { # 0. First
of all, we have fixed the value of { as 0.1 and 0.3 and
have shown the variation of the u# and 5 GPDs with respect
to x for different values of the momentum transfer —# in
Figs. 1(a) and 1(b). We observe that the peak of the
distribution for the u quark shifts toward higher values
of x by when the momentum transfer to the final state (—¢)
of the kaon increases. The magnitude, however, ceases with
the increase in the magnitude of the momentum transfer. In
general, the distribution peaks depend on the momentum
transfer to the kaon in the longitudinal direction. The higher
the longitudinal momentum transfer, the higher the con-
centration of quark distributions at the higher longitudinal
momentum fraction carried by the active quark or anti-
quark. A similar effect can be seen for the § quark case,
where the exception lies in the magnitude and polarity.
The reason behind the change in magnitude and polarity
is the heavier mass of the strange quark. The relation
between the flavor decomposition of the kaon is given in
Eq. (20) and it is clear that due to the heavy mass, the
momentum transfer effect is less in the case of the § quark
distribution as compared to that in the u quark. It is
observed that the distribution is maximum when the quark
longitudinal momentum fraction and total momentum
transfer are lower. Further, it can be seen that, at x — 1,
the distribution does not depend on the values of ¢. This is
because at x — 1, the total longitudinal momentum fraction
is carried by the struck quark, which was first distributed
into all the valence partons in the kaon which makes the
contribution from the partons (except the active parton)
negligible. The same happens with the active antiquark in
the limit x — —1.

In Fig. 2, we have fixed the momentum transfer —¢ =
0.5 GeV? and presented the GPDs with respect to x for
different values of {. We observe that at a lower value of £,
the distribution shows a maximum peak with respect to x,
whereas the magnitude of the peak decreases as the value
of { increases. The peak also moves toward higher |x| with

The variation of the unpolarized kaon GPD H for u and 5 quarks as a function of x at different values of —t = 0.02, 0.2,

the increasing values of . This implies that the longitudinal
momentum fraction carried by the quark depends on the
momentum transfer in the longitudinal direction. As the
longitudinal momentum transfer increases, the con-
centration of quarks moves toward higher values of the
longitudinal momentum fraction; however, the overall
magnitude of the peak decreases.

To get a deeper understanding of the relation between the
parameters, we present the quark and antiquark distribu-
tions of the kaon by fixing the value of x and observing it as
a function of —¢ and ¢ in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b). Here, it can be
seen that at { =0, the distribution is different for the
different total momentum transferred —¢ to the kaon from
the initial to final state. We also observe that in the § (u)
quark case, the distribution smoothly rises (falls) when ¢
increases.

From the discussions of Figs. 1-3, it can be concluded
that the distribution H(x, {, t) is zero for x = ¢ and x = —{
for the u and 5 quarks, respectively. The absence of the
distribution in this limit is the supportive domain of the

Hye+ (x,£ t=—0.5 GeV?)

{=0.05 ]

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

FIG. 2. The variation of the unpolarized kaon GPD H for u and
5 quarks as a function of x at constant —f = 0.5 GeV? and
different values of { = 0.05, 0.25, 0.5.

074008-6



STUDY OF KAON STRUCTURE USING THE LIGHT-CONE ...

PHYS. REV. D 100, 074008 (2019)

H'§(+ (x=_0'75(yt)

0.0f ‘ o]
——— -t=0.05 -7

-—--= —t=0.4 -~ /

() ¢

FIG. 3.
(b) x = 0.7 corresponding to s and u quark, respectively.

model for evaluating the valence quark (antiquark) distri-
butions which is possible at only lower values of x. At
higher values of x, the sea quarks dominate and experi-
ments are being planned to extend the measurements in this
x region. Even though the evaluation of the total distribu-
tions includes the collective effects of valence and sea
quarks, we are ignoring the contribution coming from the
sea quarks in the present work.

IV. TRANSVERSE IMPACT-PARAMETER
DEPENDENT GPDS

We have now taken the two-dimensional Fourier trans-
formation of the GPD with respect to the transverse
momentum transfer (A ), i.e., A — b, . The transverse
impact-parameter dependent quark GPD of the kaon in this
case can be expressed as [14]

1
(27)?

Here b, describes the impact-parameter position in the
transverse direction, which comes after applying the
Fourier transformation of the GPD with respect to D .
The variable D | is because of the nonzero skewedness and
is related to A as

H(x,C,b) = / D e~ PPiHa(x £ 7). (29)

PP A
1-¢ 1+¢ 1-¢%

D, (30)

The valence partons of the kaon located at the transverse
impact-parameter position b | are probed by assuming the
kaon’s initial and final states to be positioned at a fixed
point but the relative distance between them is changed by
the amount b | . In the absence of longitudinal momentum
transferred to the kaon, i.e., for { = 0, the Fourier transform
of the GPD (x, 0, —A?) provides the parton distribution as a
function of x and the transverse position b [15]. We have

Hp+ (x=0.7,{ t)

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0-0\ L L L L L L L
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07

(b) ¢

The variation of the unpolarized kaon GPD H with ¢ at different values of —t = 0.05, 0.4, 2.0 GeV? for (a) —x = 0.7 and

d’A,
aeby) = [ et ix0.-82). (1)

In Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), we fix the skewedness { = 0.2 and
present the three-dimensional picture of the transverse
impact-parameter dependent GPD H(x, {, b) with respect
to the longitudinal momentum fraction carried by the quark
(antiquark) x(—x) and the distance from the transverse
center of momentum for the 5 and u quarks. If we let
ourselves observe H with respect to only b, we find that the
distribution is maximum at the center for both quarks. In
the context of x we observe that, at the point when there is
no transverse distance from the center of momentum of the
kaon, the distribution peaks have dependence on x. The
amplitude of the peak changes with the changing values
of x. While there is no distribution of valence partons in the
kaon at the higher values of b, which implies that if we keep
on increasing the transverse distance, the distribution
becomes negligible. When we compare the distributions
of 5 and u quarks, it can be clearly seen that the magnitude
of the distribution lies at slightly higher values of |x| for the
case of 5 as compared to that in the case of u. On the other
side, if one concentrates on the variation of H with respect
to x, one can see that with the increase in transverse
position b, the distribution peak shifts toward the lower
values of |x|.

Furthermore, we present the distribution H(x,{, b) as a
function of { and b, in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) by fixing the
value of x at —0.7 and 0.7 for the 5§ and u quarks,
respectively. We notice that the distribution peaks become
wider and the amplitude decreases at the higher values of
for the u quark and 5 quark. The spread is maximum, when
the momentum transfer in the longitudinal direction is
minimum. It implies that if no longitudinal momentum
transfer is there, the same longitudinal momentum fraction
is carried by the active parton in the initial as well as in the
final state. This leads to the maximum spread for { = 0.
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FIG. 4. The 3D plots showing the variation of the transverse impact-parameter dependent parton distribution H of the (a) 5 quark
and (b) u quark, with respect to x and b for a fixed value of { = 0.2.
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V. WIGNER DISTRIBUTIONS OF THE u QUARK
AND § QUARK IN THE UNPOLARIZED KAON

The quantum phase-space distributions also known as
Wigner distributions describe the five-dimensional picture
of a hadron. Specifically, it defines three momentum and
two position coordinates [52,53] and is defined as

2
d“A | oihs

Pl(b, Kk, x,8) = / o DLWI(AL K, x, S).

(32)

In the Drell-Yan frame (A" = 0), the Wigner operator or
correlator W' (A |k | ,x,S) at fixed light-cone time z* =0
is defined by

W[F](Al,kbx;s)zi/we kz
_( z b4
x <M (P";5) ‘w<—§> TWisgw <§> ’M (P’;S)>

’

7F=0

(33)

Hic+(x,Z,b)
-2
b(Gev")-1
o/,/"'

N
o
AN

[\

AR

(b) 00

The 3D plots showing the variation of the transverse impact-parameter dependent parton distribution H with respect to £ and b
at (a) —x = 0.7 for the 5 quark and (b) at x — 0.7 for the u quark.

where I' denotes the twist-2 Dirac y-matrices y*, y*ys,
ic/*tys (j = 1 or 2, depending on the polarization direction
of quark) corresponding to the unpolarized, longitudinally
polarized, and transversely polarized partons. The initial
(final) momentum state and spin of hadron is described by
P'(P") and S, respectively. The symbol W_: 4 describes
the Wilson line which ensures the SU(3) color gauge
invariance of the operator W. As we have restricted
ourselves to the calculations of the kaon distributions
in the present work, the kaon being a pseudoscalar
meson will remain unpolarized throughout the calculations
(S = 0). Therefore, spin will not be included in Egs. (32)
and (33).

By combining the different polarization configurations
of the quark within the unpolarized hadron (having
spin-0), the Wigner distributions are defined as follows
[61]. For the unpolarized quark in the unpolarized hadron,
we have

pov(di k. x) =pl (b, k. x), (34)
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for the longitudinally polarized quark in the unpolarized hadron, we have

purL(b .k, x) = P[ﬁm (by. k. x), (35)
and for the transversely polarized quark in the unpolarized hadron, we have

plr(by Ky, x) = ple" sl (b, K, x). (36)

By using Eq. (1) in Eq. (33), we get the Wigner correlation operator WI''(A | k|, x) for' =y, y"ys, io/Tys in the overlap
form as

WALk x) = — [ oD T k) +wgt (e Dwd T e k) + g K (k)

167 167
et KDy (e K)] (37)
AT+ 1 %1, N *, s *7T, ’
WALk x) = s g KDy T (k) = wrg G KD (e k) ™ (e KDyt (0 K)
— ot (e K (x k), (38)
AT i+ 1 i i xT, s * 5
W (AL k) = s e 1= g G KD (o KL) + (0w G KD (o K)
(=) e KDy (e K) + ()t (e KDy (K ))- (39)

The explicit expressions for quark Wigner distributions in the kaon using Eqgs. (32), (37), (38) and (39) are given as

1 dA . dA A?
Pou(bL Ky, x) = @/ (2”)2y cos(Ab, + Ayby) ki—(1- x)27l + (1 =x)m; + sz)z}

cou(x K’ ). (x. K} )

; (40)
\/ki,, +By\K 4B
. 1 [dAdA, | (pu(x K g, (x, K')
pUL(bJJ kJnx) = F (2 )Zy Sln(Axbx + Ayby)(l - ) ’ (41)
4 n \/k //+lﬁ\/k£+l§
, 1 dAdA, ou(x. K" ), (x, K
pirlbik ) ==y [ i, 8,0, )((1 =0+ )1 = 0) o kode k) (g
\/kr, + BR324 E
The flavor decompositions of valence partons in the kaon are associated with each other through the relation
pU(br, ko, x,my,my) = —p*(by,—Kk,,—x,my,m). (43)

The explicit expressions for Wigner distributions of the antiquark after implementing Eq. (43) and the conditions, we get

] 1 [dAdA, A2
puubi ki, x) = _@/ (27[)2} cos(Ab, + Ayby) kT — (1 + x)2TL + (1 + x)my — xm; )?

@; (x. K s (x. k')

\/ki,, NS
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pyL(b Ky, x) =

1673 (2r)?

pyr(b .k, x) =

167° (2r)?

Since the Wigner distributions are interpreted with { = 0,
the initial and final state momenta and longitudinal
momentum fractions can be used by putting { =0 in
Egs. (14)—(19).

Further, we can obtain the purely transverse Wigner
distributions by integrating them over x as

pUX(bJ_’kJ_)E/deUX(bJ_’kJ_vx)» (47)

where X denotes the different polarizations of partons
(quark or antiquark) and U stands for kaon being unpo-
larized. By taking certain limits, Wigner distributions in the
impact-parameter plane (b, plane) and the transverse
momentum plane (k| plane) can be explained. In addition,
the distributions in the mixed plane, commonly known as
mixed probability densities p(b,., k) or p(k,, b,), can also
be explained through

/dbydkprX(bJ_v kJ_) = pUX(bkay>7 (48)

or

/d@d@mﬂwbkL%:mm@pm» (49)

The variables surviving in the mixed distribution, which
actually show the correlation between the transverse
momentum and transverse coordinate of the quark (anti-
quark), are not protected by the uncertainty principle.
Therefore, they are known to describe the probabilistic
distributions.

In Figs. 6-8, we present, respectively the results of
Wigner distributions of the unpolarized, longitudinally
polarized, and transversely polarized u quark as well as
the 5 quark in the unpolarized kaon. In our numerical
calculations, the active quark (antiquark) is considered to
be the u quark (5 quark), and the spectator is the § quark
(u quark). Corresponding to Egs. (40)—(42) for u and
Eqgs. (44)—(46) for 5, we plot the results in the impact-
parameter plane, momentum plane, and mixed plane. In
the impact-parameter plane, we show the plots of pyy
[Figs. 6(a) and 6(b)], py; [Figs. 7(a) and 7(b)], and pyr
[Figs. 8(a) and 8(b)] by taking the fixed transverse
momentum as k, =k;e, where k; =02 GeV.

| [dAdA,
_/4ySIH(Axbx+A)rby)(l + x) (k,

| [dAdA, |
—/—ysm(Axbx + Aub, ) (1 4+ x)my — xmy)(

i (x, K'Dps(x. K )
~h N )
g, AR

N GEL
[

Similarly, in the transverse momentum plane we plot
pyu [Figs. 6(c) and 6(d)], py, [Figs. 7(c) and 7(d)], and
pyr [Figs. 8(c) and 8(d)] by choosing the impact-parameter
coordinate along e, i.e.,b; =b,e,and b, =04 GeV~l.
Further, for the mixed plane we plot p;; [Figs. 6(e) and 6(f)],
puL [Figs. 7(e) and 7(f)], and pyr [Figs. 8(e) and 8(f)].

From Fig. 6, where the unpolarized Wigner distribution
in the impact-parameter plane, momentum plane, and
mixed plane have been plotted for the u quark on the left
panel and for the 5 quark on the right panel, we observe that
in the case of 5 the distribution is more concentrated at the
center in contrast to the u quark. The distributions in both
cases have opposite behavior. From Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), the
distribution in the impact-parameter plane for the case of §
does not remain circularly symmetric at the higher values of
the transverse coordinates of the b | plane, whereas in case
of the u quark, it shows symmetry. This is due to the effect
of the heavier mass of the active s quark. We observe that
the probability of the rotation of the quark (antiquark) to
move in either the clockwise direction or the anticlockwise
direction is the same. Further, in Figs. 6(c) and 6(d), the
distributions py; are presented in the momentum plane.
The distributions in this case are observed to be circularly
symmetric for both u and s, but the concentrations are in the
opposite direction. In the case of distributions in the mixed
plane p(b,. k), the u and 5 quark distributions are axially
symmetric. The spread is, however, more dispersed in the
case of the u quark as compared to the § quark. At the
center, i.e., at b, = ky = (, the probability density for the u
quark is maximum while in the case of the § quark it is
minimum. The distribution py; is related to the unpolar-
ized TMD f, and unpolarized GPD H, when integrated
upon certain limits.

The results of Wigner distributions for the longitudinally
polarized quark (antiquark) in the unpolarized kaon viz.
py1 are shown in Fig. 7. In the impact-parameter plane, the
distributions show the dipole behavior and the behavior is
positive for b, > 0 for both quark and antiquark, as shown
in Fig. 7(a) and 7(b). However, in the transverse momentum
plane, shown in Figs. 7(c) and 7(d), it reverses the direction
and py, is positive for b, < 0. In the mixed plane (b,, k),
we observe a quadrupole behavior of the distributions in
both cases with the same polarities as shown in Figs. 7(e)
and 7(f). A positive distribution is observed in the region
where the product of b, and k, is greater, whereas it is
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FIG. 6. The unpolarized Wigner distribution py;;; of the u quark (left panel) and the § quark (right panel) for the kaon in the impact-
parameter plane (a) and (b), the transverse momentum plane (c) and (d), and the mixed plane (e) and (f).

negative where the product is negative. For the probability = No TMD or GPD is present corresponding to pyy.

density we have

>0 if by xk, >0

by ky .
puL(bx >){<0 if by ky <0

Generally, this Wigner distribution is related to OAM,
but for the pseudoscalar meson, the net quark and antiquark
spin and OAM are zero.

(50) We plot the unpolarized-transverse distribution p{]T of u
and 3, respectively, on the left and right panels in Fig. 8.
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FIG. 7. The unpolarized-longitudinal Wigner distribution py;; of the u quark (left panel) and the 5 quark (right panel) for the kaon in
the impact-parameter plane (a) and (b), the transverse momentum plane (c) and (d), and the mixed plane (e) and (f).

The distribution py,; sheds light on the quark/antiquark
distribution when the quark is transversely polarized in
an unpolarized kaon. Here j describes the polarization
direction of the quark (antiquark). We take the quark/
antiquark polarization along the x axis. We notice a strong
correlation between the transverse coordinate and the
perpendicular polarization direction of the quark/antiquark.

From Egs. (42) and (46), we observe that the distribution
vanishes if we consider the quark/antiquark spin direction
along the direction of the quark/antiquark transverse
coordinate. The distribution displayed in the impact-
parameter plane shows a dipolar behavior for both the
quark and antiquark but with opposite polarities. This is
clear from Figs. 8(a) and 8(b). Further, in the transverse
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FIG. 8. The unpolarized-transverse Wigner distribution p’l}y of the u quark (left panel) and the 5 quark (right panel) for the kaon in the
impact-parameter plane (a) and (b), the transverse momentum plane (c) and (d), and the mixed plane (e) and (f).

momentum plane [Figs. 8(c) and 8(d)], pr is observed to
be more focused at the center (p, = p, = 0) in the case of §
whereas it is more extended to the periphery in the case of
the u quark distribution. The distribution shows a dipolar
behavior in mixed space due to its symmetry in the
momentum plane as well as in the impact-parameter plane.

Here, we choose the plane (k,, b)) instead of (b,, k),
because it leads to the Dirac Delta function §(A,) in the
case of p{,T, when the Fourier transformation is taken. p{,T
relates to the T-odd Boer-Mulder TMD A7 and the T-odd
GPD E; at the TMD limit and the impact-parameter
dependent distribution limit, respectively. But we are not
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able to extract any TMD or GPD in the present work,
because we have not considered any gluon contributions.

VI. GENERALIZED TRANSVERSE MOMENTUM-
DEPENDENT DISTRIBUTIONS OF u
AND § QUARKS IN THE KAON

The twist-2 GTMDs related to the unpolarized pseudo-
scalar meson with spin-0 are connected with the Wigner
correlator or operator as [33]

Wil = F,, (51)
- el ki A
Wl — lelﬂ/[izlGla (52)
ot ijki iin
Whe! ] = Sl 4 S, (53)

with the antisymmetric tensor ez =t 0123 — 1 and
o> = L[y, y?]. All the leading-twist GTMDs are functions
of six variables and we have (x, ¢, ki, k,. A, Ai) There
are four complex-valued twist-2 GTMDs in the case of the
spin-0 hadron, whereas in case of the spin-% there are 16.

The explicit expressions of u quark GTMDs for { # 0 in
the kaon are evaluated from

() _ 1 2 N A2
F = Tex 3[k —(1=x)(1=x")— 2
X' —x
+ 2 (kA + kyAy) + MM
// k// k/
\/ki,, + 12\ i3+ 12
G(“) B 2 (2 —x - x//)
TS 2
oo K" ' k!
X (p”<x ’ L)(pu(x’ L) (55)
N TRV SR
Hk(") _ [./\/l/ _ // ( " k”)(pu(x k' )
! 1673 2 2
\/k S+ 1 \/kl,+lu
(56)
O , (1=x") , (1 =X)
H, =167 {MH 5 + M) 5
/" k// k/
P KD (3 K 5

\/k )+ zgz\/ki, 2

The 5 quark GTMDs in the kaon are related to the u quark
distributions as Egs. (20) and (43). We have
F”(x, (:, ki, kL'AJJ Ai, my, mz)
= —F (—x, . K3, —K A AT my.my). (58)

The 5 quark twist-2 GTMDs for { # 0 are explicitly
evaluated from

; 1 A2
F9 = [ki—(l—x’)(l—x) i

IS (kA k) + M’SM’;}

( /! k//)(pg(x k )

x : (59)
\/ki,, 12k 1
G _ M =X =) G KD K)o
| 3 ’
o2 e
s M 1 k// k
H?() M M// ( )¢S(x ) , (61)
167 \/k L
. M [, (1—x) (1-x)
HY = — ! v
0 o M
! k// k/
P K s () .

\/ki,, NG

The details of the longitudinal momentum fractions and
transverse momenta carried by the quark (antiquark) have
already been given in Sec. III in Egs. (14)—(19).

In the present work, we have presented the quark and
antiquark GTMDs of the kaon with respect to the longi-
tudinal momentum fraction carried by quark x and anti-
quark —x. We have studied two cases: (a) the variation of
GTMDs with respect to x for { # 0 where { = — % is the
parameter corresponding to the transfer of the momentum
to the kaon in the longitudinal direction and (b) the
variation of GTMDs with respect to x for { = 0. It is well
known that the so-called mother distributions, 1i.e.,
GTMDs, are reducible to the GPDs and TMDs after
suitable integrations. For the case when { # 0, only the
GPDs can be extracted since there is no parameter
corresponding to the longitudinal direction in the case of
TMDs (TMDs do not include ¢ contribution).

In Fig. 9, we have presented the variation of GTMDs
of the u and 5 quarks in the kaon corresponding to
Egs. (54)-(57) and Egs. (59)-(62), respectively. Since
the distributions have the support interval —1 < x < 1,
we restrict ourselves in the DGLAP regions (-1 < x < —={)
for the antiquark and for the ({ < x < 1) quark. In the left
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FIG. 9. The plots of GTMDs F;(x,¢, k2 ,k.A |, AZL), Gy (x, {,ki_,kl.AL,Ai), H’l‘(x, ¢, k2 ,kJ_.AJ_,Af_), and H%(x, ¢, kZ k.
A, Ai) for { = 0.1 with respect to x for u and 5§ quarks at different values of k | with fixed A| = 1 GeV ((a), (¢), (e), and (g)) as well as
at different values of A with fixed k; = 0.2 GeV ((b), (d), (f), and (h)).
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panel of Fig. 9, we have plotted the u quark and § quark
distributions F,, G,, H¥, and H% for fixed values of
{=0.1 and A} =1 GeV and at different values of k |
atk;, =0.05,0.2 and 0.3 GeV. In all the distributions, we
observe that for both quark and antiquark the distribution
peaks shift toward the lower values of x and the magnitude
also lowers down with the increasing of the quark trans-
verse momentum. For the cases of F, Gl, and HIA, the
effect of the 5 quark is in the opposite direction as compared
to the u quark [Figs. 9(a), 9(c), and 9(g)]. The exception lies
in the case of H]f [Figs. 9(e) and 9(f)] where the distribu-
tions remain negative for both the quark and antiquark in

the kaon. In all the cases, at x = {, when the momentum
fraction carried by the quark (antiquark) is equal to the
momentum transferred to the kaon in the longitudinal
direction, the distributions vanish. As the longitudinal
momentum transfer to the kaon increases, so will the shift
in the peaks of the distributions with increasing quark
(antiquark) transverse momentum. On the right panel of
Fig. 9 [Figs. 9(b), 9(d), 9(f), and 9(h)], the quark (antiquark)
GTMD:s in the kaon for { # 0 are displayed at a constant
value of k| = 0.2 GeV and by varying A . Unlike the
distribution, the behavior of the u and 5 quarks, by varying
k| and keeping A constant, the distribution peaks move
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FIG. 10. The plots of GTMDs F(x, 0, kf_, k,.A, Azl), Gy (x,0, kzl, k,.A, Ai), and HlA(x, 0, ki, k,.A, Azl) with respect to x
=1

for u and 5 quarks at different values of k| with fixed A |
k, =0.2 GeV ((b), (d), and (f)).

GeV ((a), (c), and (e)) as well as at different values of A with fixed
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toward the higher values of x when the total momentum
transferred to the kaon is increased. The magnitude of the
distribution, however, decreases when the total momentum
transfer to the final state of kaon is increased. Here, the
magnitude of the 5 quark is less as compared to the u quark.
The difference in the quark and antiquark distributions
shifts for £ # 0 is due to the heavy on-shell mass of the
active antiquark as well as the momentum transfer to the
kaon in the longitudinal direction leading to the depend-
ence of the mass of the active quark on the distributions

when the total momentum transfer to the kaon is fixed.
In Fig. 10, we show the graphical presentation of
GTMDs F,, G,, H® for { = 0. For { = 0, the complex-
valued twist-2 GTMDs reduce to 3 in number as is evident
from Eqgs. (56) and (61). The distribution peaks show the
same behavior for both u and § quarks when k | is varied
and A, is kept constant except for the magnitudes and
polarities. This implies that there are no on-shell mass
effects when the longitudinal momentum transfer is absent.
|

eik.zl/-jq <b—

The quark spin-orbit correlation in terms of Wigner
distributions can be written as

1

Cg(b_,bL,k+, kJ_) — E/

dz=d’z,

(27)*

Ct = [ s b x ) P bk ). (64

Following Eq. (35), we can write the above equation in
terms of the Wigner distribution of a longitudinally
polarized quark in an unpolarized kaon as

cl = / dxdk b (b, x k) ppr(bi ko x).  (65)

The unpolarized-longitudinal Wigner distribution is para-
metrized in terms of the GTMD G, as

pur(b. ki, x) = %ﬁ’ﬂ%gl(%O’ki’krbbbi)’
(66)
where
Gi(x,0,k% kb, b?)
— / E’; :)g eBbiG(x, 0,k kLA A2). (67)

In terms of GTMDs, the definition of the quark spin-orbit
correlator is given as

On the other hand, when the momentum transfer to the
kaon is varied by keeping k | constant, the effect on the
distributions corresponding to x remains same as for { # 0.
It is known that the GTMDs corresponding to { = 0 are the
Fourier transformations of Wigner distributions. Therefore,
the Wigner distribution py;;; corresponds to the unpolarized
GTMD Fy, from which one can evaluate the other un-
polarized probabilistic distributions. As G, relates to py; , it
would lead to the spin and orbital angular momentum
correlation, the detailed description of which has been
discussed in the next section.

VII. SPIN-ORBIT CORRELATION

Following the study of the spin-orbit correlation of the
quark in a proton [55,59,71,72] and pion [61], we study the
spin-orbit correlation of the u# and 5 quarks in the kaon.
The correlation between the quark spin and quark OAM is
defined in terms of an operator as [55,59]

- Y _ .z
—?,bl>7+75(bl x (—i0))y? <b +?’b¢)- (63)
g k3 -
CZ = dxaaleG](x,O,kl,0,0). (68)

The case C, > 0 favors the alignment of the quark spin and
OAM. Otherwise, for C, < 0, it leads to the antialignment
of the quark spin and OAM.

In Fig. 11, we have plotted the correlation C, with
respect to the longitudinal momentum fraction x. Here we
study how the correlation between the spin and OAM varies
with x. There seems to be a strong correlation between the
5 quark spin and OAM near the central values of the
longitudinal momentum fraction carried by the § quark,
i.e., —x. However, for the u quark, the correlation peak
is negative and is observed at lower values of the quark

0.6

0.4 s—quark u-quark |

021

& 0.0
-0.2+

-04}

—0.6 - . . o
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

X

FIG. 11. The spin-orbit correlation (C,) of the u quark and 5
quark in the kaon with respect to x.
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longitudinal momentum fraction, i.e., x. When C, is
integrated upon x, the value comes out to be C5 = 0.176
and C? = —0.234, which implies that the 5 quark OAM is
parallel to the § quark spin and u quark OAM is antiparallel
to the u quark spin. If we compare these results with the
previous studies for the case of the proton, it is found that
the spin-orbit correlations for u and d quarks are negative
and antialigned in both the cases in the light-front quark-
diquark model inspired from AdS/QCD [55,59]. In the
light-cone constituent quark model and light-cone chiral
quark-soliton model, C, is positive for both quarks in the
case of the proton [71]. Recently, the spin-OAM correlation
has been discussed for the pion in the light-cone quark
model (in Ref. [61]), where they have C? = —0.159 with
the quark spin being antiparallel to the quark OAM. Our
results are in line with these observations.

VIII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have studied the various dimensional
distributions of u and s quarks in the kaon using the light-
cone quark model. We evaluate three-dimensional prob-
abilistic generalized parton distributions for the valence
u and 5 quarks by considering the presence of the
longitudinal momentum transferred to the kaon’s final
state (£ #0). Also, the quasiprobabilistic distributions,
the Wigner distributions and the mother distributions
GTMDs, are also discussed for the case of u and 5 quarks
in the kaon. The momentum-space wave function used in
the present work is associated with the Brodsky-Huang-
Lepage prescription. The parameters used in the present
work are able to give experimentally consistent results of
electromagnetic form factors. As the support interval for
the distributions is —1 < x < 1, we chose the DGLAP
regions, —1 < x < —¢ and { < x < 1, respectively, for the
antiquark and quark. Here, x defines the longitudinal
momentum fraction carried by the parton. For the calcu-
lations of the u quark distribution, the 5 quark is considered
as a spectator, and vice versa.

For the case of the unpolarized GPD of quark and
antiquark for nonzero skewedness, we study the distribu-
tion as a function of the variable x by considering different
values of —¢ in one case and with different values of { in the
other case. A shift in the distribution peak is observed along
higher magnitudes of x when there is an increase in the total
momentum transfer to the kaon. The height of the peak,
however, decreases. We have also presented the variation of
GPD as a function of x but at a fixed —¢ = 0.5 and different
values of {. We observe a high peak at the lower value (.
Therefore, if the momentum transfer along the longitudinal
direction is less, the spread is found to be maximum.
Further, we discussed the quark and antiquark distributions
at x = 0.7 and x = —0.7 as a function of { for different
values of —z. It is observed that at { = 0O the distribution is
different for different total momentum transferred to the
final state of the kaon. In all the cases, we observe that the 5

quark amplitudes are comparatively large and in the
opposite direction to the case of u quark.

The relation of the impact-parameter dependent GPDs
are derived by taking the Fourier transformation of unpo-
larized GPD and they have been studied as a function of x
and transverse distance from the center of the kaon, i.e., b .
We observe the absence of the distribution of valence
quarks when the transverse distance from the center of the
kaon is large. On the other hand, it is maximum when the
transverse distance is small. Another important observation
for the distribution of u and 5 quarks is that the spread
moves toward the lower x for higher values of b ;. The
distribution peak of the 5 quark is localized at higher values
of x as compared to the u quark which is because of the
heavier active quark mass in the case of the bars quark.
Further, the 3D distribution for the transverse distance
distribution as a function of { and b, at a constant value of
the longitudinal momentum fraction x (for quark) and —x
(for antiquark) is maximum when no momentum is trans-
ferred to the final state of the kaon for both quarks.
For { = 0, the impact-parameter dependent GPD converts
to give the parton distribution g(x,b ). The spread is
increased when the antiquark longitudinal momentum is
higher toward negative polarities and in the middle of the
transverse impact parameter. While for the quark, the
spread is near the center with respect to the quark
longitudinal momentum fraction.

Further, the transverse Wigner distributions p(b k)
for the unpolarized kaon, with the unpolarized, longitudi-
nally polarized, and transversely polarized composites, i.e.,
the u quark and 5 quark, have been presented graphically in
the transverse impact-parameter plane, transverse momen-
tum plane, and mixed plane. For p;, the distribution
comes out to be circularly symmetric about the center in the
b, and k, planes. However, in the mixed plane, the axially
symmetric distribution is observed. The py; displays a
dipolar distribution in the b plane as well as in the k|
plane. The quadrupole distribution is observed in the mixed
plane which is related to the spin-orbital angular momen-
tum correlation of partons in the kaon. The polarization

direction was taken along the x axis to evaluate pJ,;, i.e.,
Jj = 1. A dipolar distribution was observed in the transverse
impact-parameter plane and the mixed plane whereas a
circularly symmetric distribution in the transverse momen-
tum plane focused at the k, = k, = 0. The spread is more
concentrated in the case of 5 which is because of the heavy
mass of the strange quark in comparison with the up quark.
The polarities seem to be opposite for both as the relation
consumes the negative sign for strange quark distributions.
The exception lies in case of py;. The strong correlation
between the partons and kaon are well indicated by the
phase-space distributions in the context of the transverse
momentum and transverse impact-parameter coordinates.
The probabilistic distributions are possible to extract from
the Wigner distributions upon certain limits.
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Furthermore, GTMDs related to the Fourier transforma-
tion of Wigner distributions for { =0 and entitled as
mother distributions, help in extracting the corresponding
GPDs and TMDs by applying some limits. We have
investigated the relation of unpolarized kaon GTMDs
with x at different values of k; and A, for u and 5
quarks. There are four GTMDs for the case of the kaon: F,
Gl, H ’f ,and H 1A. In all the observations, we get to know that
by increasing the quark (antiquark) transverse momentum
k |, the distribution peaks move backward toward the lower
values of x with a decrease in their magnitudes. While
observing the distributions corresponding to x at different
A |, the trend becomes opposite. By increasing the momen-
tum transfer A, the distribution peaks move forward
toward the higher values of x while the magnitudes
decrease. The u quark and § quark distributions have
opposite polarities except for the case of H%. The distri-
bution H% become zero for { = 0. GTMD F| is related to
the Wigner distribution p;y through the Fourier trans-
formation and further, at certain limits, GPD H and TMD
f1 come into picture. There is no GPD or TMD corre-
sponding to p; and G, but they are instead connected to

the spin-orbit correlation C,. The values come out to be
C, = 0.176 for the 5 quark and C, = —0.234 for the u
quark. From this it can be concluded that the § quark’s
spin and OAM are antialigned whereas the u quark’s spin
and OAM are aligned to each other. Also no GPD and
TMD related to pj,; and Hf and H% are present in this
model which is because of the absence of any gluon
interaction.

To conclude, the results presented in the manuscript can
perhaps be substantiated further by future measurements
for the kaon where the quark GTMDs can be extracted
through the exclusive double Drell-Yan process where the
final state must carry the two virtual photons. The GPDs
can be accessible through deeply virtual Compton scatter-
ing and DVMP processes.
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