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We investigate the mechanical structure of a spin-1 particle. Introducing three different frameworks,
i.e., the three-dimensional (3D) Breit frame, the two-dimensional (2D) Breit frame, and the 2D infinite
momentum frame (equivalently the two-dimensional Drell- Yan frame), we scrutinize the 2D and 3D energy-
momentum tensor (EMT) distributions in these frames. We first derive the EMT distributions in the 2D Breit
frame by performing the Abel transformation. The mass distribution in the 2D Breit frame contains an
additional monopole contribution induced geometrically. The pressure distribution in the 2D Breit frame also
gets an induced monopole structure. When the Lorentz boost is carried out, the mass distribution in the 2D
infinite-momentum frame acquires the induced dipole term. Similarly, we also have the induced dipole
contributions to the pressure and shear-force densities. We visualize the 2D mass distributions when the spin-
1 particle is polarized along the x- and z-axes. We observe that the 2D mass distribution in the infinite
momentum frame exhibit clearly the induced dipole structure when the spin-1 particle is polarized along the

x-axis. We also discuss the strong force fields inside a polarized spin-1 particle.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.107.054007

I. INTRODUCTION

The gravitational form factors (GFFs) or energy-
momentum tensor (EMT) form factors of a hadron show
its mechanical structure (see a recent review [1]). They
carry essential information on how its mass and spin are
distributed inside, how its stability is acquired, and how
the internal force fields are laid out. It implies that the
gravitational form factors are equally important as the
electromagnetic (EM) form factors. In the modern under-
standing of hadronic form factors, the gravitational form
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factors can be understood as the second Mellin moments
of the generalized parton distributions (GPDs) [2—6]. The
GFFs can also be defined from the matrix element of the
EMT operator that comes from the response of the hadron to
avariation of the external space-time metric tensor [7,8]. The
two-dimensional (2D) inverse Fourier transforms of the
GFFs provide the mass and angular momentum probability
distributions in the transverse plane [9—11]. These proba-
bility distributions in the transverse plane are called the
transverse densities [12]. However, the most intriguing form
factor among the GFFs is the D-term (Druck-term) form
factor, which furnishes the pressure and shear-force den-
sities. They describe the stability mechanism and mechanics
of the hadron. In contrast with spin-0 (pion) and spin-1,/2
particles (nucleon), higher multipole form factors emerge
for the spin-1 particle, as was shown in the case of the EM
form factors of the deuteron and spin-1 particle [13-18]. A
similar situation can also be found for the EMT form factors
of the A isobar [19].

Since the p meson is a resonance particle, it is compli-
cated to extract its GFFs experimentally. However, the spin
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structure functions ¢¢(x) and g§(x) of the deuteron have
already been studied experimentally, although with large
errors (see Fig. 4 in Ref. [20]). In spite of the experimental
difficulty, the deuteron will be considered as a candidate
target in the upcoming US Electron-Ion Collider (EIC)
experiment [21] and the planing Electron-Ion Collider in
China [22], its properties such as the parton distribution
functions (PDFs), the structure functions, the generalized
parton distributions (GPDs), the Compton form factors are
anticipated to be measured in the near future. Because of
the polynomiality sum-rules with the above quantities, the
GFFs can also be indirectly measured by experiments [23].
Note that the EMT densities of the nucleon were exper-
imentally studied [24,25] and the A — N transition GFFs
are under investigation at the Jefferson laboratory.
Traditionally, the EM form factors of the nucleon have
been used for exhibiting how the charge and magnetization
distributions are spatially distributed inside a nucleon in the
Breit frame (BF) [26]. Similarly, the nucleon EMT form
factors yield the three-dimensional (3D) mass, angular
momentum, pressure, and shear-force densities for the
nucleon [27,28]. However, there have been serious criti-
cisms on the 3D densities of the nucleon [9,11,12,26,29],
because the 3D densities can only be probabilistically
meaningful for atoms and nuclei, not for the nucleon.
The reasoning of the criticism lies in the fact that the
intrinsic size of the nucleon (Ry) is comparable to the
corresponding Compton wavelength [30], 4 = #/mc
(Ry ~ 4%), which may bring about relativistic corrections

upto sy = 1/(2m*R%;) ~ 2.8% [31]. For spin-1 cases, the

rel

p meson has 5&? ~ 6.3% and the deuteron has (5551) ~0.12%
[31,32]. As expected, the relativistic corrections to the
distributions for the deuteron are known to be negligible
[13,14], whereas those for the p meson are rather strong.
Thus, it is necessary to resolve this problem for the p meson.
Choosing the infinite-momentum frame (IMF), one can
avoid the relativistic corrections but obtain the 2D transverse
densities, which suffer from a deficiency of losing informa-
tion on the longitudinal direction. As proposed in
Refs. [13,33], however, one can view the 3D densities as
the quasiprobabilistic ones defined in phase space, taking
them fully relativistically. From this perspective, the 3D
distributions in the BF provide the intuitive and physical
meaning. Then the Abel transformation allows one to
project the 3D densities in the BF to the 2D transverse
densities [34-36], which was already introduced in describ-
ing deeply virtual Compton scattering [37,38]. The 2D BF
EM distributions for the p meson have been studied [16]
where a wave packet is applied to the localized p-meson
state. Note that, very recently, a novel prescription of
defining the 3D distribution was studied in Refs. [39,40].

In Refs. [34,35], it was shown that the Abel trans-
formation projects the 3D BF distributions onto the 2D IMF
densities. The Abel images of the 3D BF distributions
without any nonrelativistic approximation are exactly

identified as the 2D IMF densities that can be obtained
from the 2D Fourier transform of the corresponding form
factors. To find the Abel images of the 3D distributions in
the BF, one should know the hadronic matrix element in the
IMF or the expressions for the 2D distributions in the IMF.
In Ref. [35], the four different 3D BF EMT distributions are
related to the 2D IMF ones and a complete set of the
2D IMF distributions were determined. The 2D IMF
distributions for the transversely polarized nucleon can
be found by using the obtained Abel images from the
3D BF distributions.

Meanwhile, Freese and Miller [41] criticized the Abel
transformation from the 3D BF distributions to the 2D IMF
ones. They argued that the Abel transformation is merely
defined as the integral of a spherical symmetric 3D dis-
tribution over z-axis. Having performed the integral of the
nucleon EMT distributions 7%(r) or T%(r) over z, they
obtained the Abel images in the BF. However, this integral
merely projects the 3D BF distribution onto the 2D BF one
without any relativistic effects. So, their Abel images are
different from those defined in Refs. [34,35]. Knowing this
difference is essential to understand the physical implica-
tions of the Abel images. Though we have technical
difficulties to construct the Abel images in the IMF from
the 3D distributions in the BF for higher-spin particles such
as the p meson and A isobar, we can formally establish the
Abel images in the IMF for these particles [34,35]. The only
trouble arises from the fact that relativistic contributions
bring about a number of kernels composed of the Laplacians
into the Abel transformation [14]. Depending on the order of
the differential equations, we need to provide additional
boundary conditions on the distributions so that we can
perform the integrals. An easy way to circumvent such
complexities is to project 3D BF distributions to 2D BF ones
as done in Ref. [41]. Then, we can proceed to the IMF by
increasing the z-component of the momentum (P,) to
infinity. In the case of the spin-1 particle, however, the
procedure from P, =0 to P, = oo is very complicated as
shown in Ref. [14]. Nevertheless, we want to emphasize the
following point: in Ref. [36] it was explicitly shown that by
introducing the kernel for relativistic effects, the 2D IMF
transverse charge densities of both the proton and neutron
were derived from the nonrelativistic charge and magneti-
zation distributions in 3D space. The results for the trans-
verse charge densities are exactly the same as those obtained
in Ref. [12]. Thus, the IMF Abel images directly obtained
from the 3D distributions [34-36] are immune to the
criticism raised in Ref. [41].

Interpolating the EMT densities from the 2D BF to the
2D IMF sheds light on how the spin-1 particle receives
relativistic effects. Lorcé demonstrated ingeniously how the
charge and magnetic distributions undergo changes from
the 2D BF to the 2D IMF, introducing the elastic frame
(EF), where the temporal component of the momentum
transfer is set to be null [33]. As the momentum of the
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neutron increases from zero to infinity, a large contribution
induced by the magnetization competes with the convective
charge distribution, and it finally overturns the sign of the
neutron transverse charge density at the center of the
neutron. Actually, the neutron charge density in the IMF
reported in Ref. [12] has triggered bafflement for a while,
was removed finally by Ref. [33]. In the same manner, we
will show in the current work how the EMT densities, in
particular, pressure and shear-force densities, are developed
when we proceed from the 2D BF to the 2D IMF.

The D-term form factor mentioned above is subtly
connected to the pressure and shear-force densities.
However, as discussed in Ref. [42], this relation should
be cautiously discussed. In the case of the nucleon, the local
stability condition is a necessary condition for stability but
not a sufficient condition. Moreover, while the local stability
condition requires the negative D-term but the inverse is
not validated. When it comes to a spin-1 particle, the local
stability condition is even more tricky and complicated,
since the multipole expansion of the pressure and shear-
force densities reveal rich structure, specially, in the IMF.
On the other hand, the pressure and shear-force densities
demonstrate an essential feature of how the nucleon is
mechanically shaped [24]. Thus, the pressure and shear-
force densities of a spin-1 particle will pave the way for
understanding its internal structure from a new point of view.
As will be shown in this work, their multipole expansion in
the 2D IMF exhibits relativistic effects dramatically, as will
be shown later. Note that in the presence of the Coulomb
interactoin the D-term of charged particles is divergent and
that of the hydorgen atom becomes positive [43,44]. We do
not consider the long-range interactions in the present work.

In the current work, we want to investigate the EMT
densities of a spin-1 particle, focusing on the mechanical
structure of the GFFs and the corresponding densities of
the spin-1 particle instead of describing the GFFs of the
spin-1 particle [13,14,45] quantitatively. The outline of the
current work is given as follows: In the next section we
define the GFFs of a spin-1 particle in three different
frames such as the 3D BF, 2D BF, and 2D IMF. In Sec. III,
we show how to obtain the densities in the three different
frames. In Sec. IV we formulate the Abel transformation
for the EMT densities. In Sec. V we introduce a toy model,
where the GFFs are parametrized as simple quadrupole
types, and derive the 2D EMT densities. We discuss the

|
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physical implications of the numerical results and 2D force
fields inside a spin-1 particle. In the final section, we
summarize the current work and draw conclusions.

II. GRAVITATIONAL FORM FACTORS
OF A SPIN-1 PARTICLE

The EMT operator of quantum chromodynamics (QCD)
can be derived either by varying the action of QCD under
the Poincaré transformation with the symmetrization
imposed [46—48] or by taking variation of the QCD action,
which is coupled to the weak classical torsionless gravi-
tational background field, with respect to the metric tensor
of this curved background field [1,49]. The total EMT
operator consisting of the quark (¢) and gluon (g) parts are
then written by

o SR T,
q

(1)

where the quark and gluon parts are expressed respectively
as

o _ . . .
T = Zli/q(—iD”y” — iDy* + D'y +iD )y,

1

ED - mq) l//q,

A 1
T/;l/ _ Fa,w,Fa,”y + ZgﬂyFa,KrlFa,Kl’]'

_gﬂyl/_/q<_éﬁ+
(2)

Here, 13” = 5,, + igtA; and 15,4 = 5” — igt*Ay, are covar-
iant derivatives. ¢“ stand for the SU(3) color group gen-
erators that satisfy the commutation relations [r%, "] =
if*t° and are normalized as tr(t*’) =169, v, is the
quark operator with flavor index g and m, represents
the corresponding current quark mass. F**! denotes the
gluon field strength expressed as Fj, =9,A; —d,Aj—
gf**cAbAS. The total EMT operator is a conserved current,
#T,, =0.

The matrix element of the total EMT current operator for
a massive spin-1 particle is parametrized in terms of the six
different form factors [23,50,51] (see also Ref. [52] for a
massless spin-1 particle)

Al(t)) +2[P,(e)e- P+ e, -P)+P,(e e P+e,e™-P)J(1)

-Pe- P

S IO

+(e,A, +€,A,)e" - P—4n,,€e" - Pe- P} E(t)] ,

(e €, + eL*ey)Az —(eyA, +eAy)e- P

3)
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where the one-particle state for the spin-1 particle is
normalized as (p', ¥|p, 1) = 2p°(27)38,,6®) (p’ — p) with
the spin polarizations of the initial 4 and final A’ states.
P = (p+ p')/2 designates the average of the four-mo-
menta p and p’, and A = p’ — p represents the four-
momentum transfer with A2 =¢. P and A are orthogonal
each other, i.e., P- A =0. The polarization vectors are
defined as €, = €,(p’.X'), €, = €,(p., A) for simplicity. In
this work, we choose canonical spin states (see relevant
discussions [33,53,54]). It can be obtained by applying the
rotationless boost operator to the spin-1 polarization vector
€"(0,4) = (0,€;) in the rest frame. The explicit expression
of the spin-1 vector ¢ in any frame is defined by

etpd)= (P BB )@
with
é. = (1,0,0), €, =(0,1,0), €, =(0,0,1), (5)
in the Cartesian basis. 7, is the metric tensor

o = diag(1,—1,=1,=1). Ag(t), A(1), J(1), Do(o),
D(t), and E(r) are the six independent GFFs of the
spin-1 particle. Since the total (quark + gluon) current is
conserved, we do not consider the nonconserving terms
arising from the quark and gluon parts separately (see
Ref. [23] for the separate quark and gluon GFFs). While the
decomposition in Eq. (3) is valid for the deuteron, there is
one caveat for the p meson because it is a resonance particle
with a broad width. However, the decomposition in Eq. (3)
is still approximately legitimate, as we are interested in the
GFFs of a spin-1 particle in the spacelike region.

Since the GFFs of a spin-1 particle reveal higher multi-
pole structures, it is useful to define the quadrupole
operator QY. 1t is defined in terms of the spin operator
S' as

POV B ) .
Q”—§($W+y§—§ﬂS+UW>, (6)

where the indices i and j run over 1, 2, and 3. Q”
is a symmetric irreducible tensor operator. The components
of the spin operators can be expressed in terms of the
SU(2) Clebsch-Gordan coefficients Cﬁfla in the spherical
basis

84, = /S(S+1)C5,,  with
(a=0,+l.0,6 =0,---,£S). (7)

A. Gravitational form factors of the spin-1 particle
in the 3D Breit frame

We first examine the matrix element of the EMT
operators (3) in the 3D BF. To examine the multipole
structure of the GFFs, we need to define the n-rank
irreducible Cartesian tensors, which are expressed respec-
tively in coordinate and momentum spaces

.y (1) o

iyip...0, — n+13i1 3 ... gin _

Yl (Q,) 7<2n_1)”r 0"d 0 o

e (=1 o
qullzml" Q) — ALl gia oL gin — 8
(Q4) (2n — 1N A’ (®)

where the first three of Y3 (€,) are explicitly written as

Yo(@,) =1,

. r
vi@) =",

In the BE, the four-momenta of the initial and final states
are  respectively expressed as p=(p°,p) and
p' = (p°,—p), which yield A =0 and P = 0. Then we
consider the matrix element of each component of the EMT
current:

(P A|TP0)|p.2) = 2m*Eg(1)8y; + 4mPzEs (1) QYS! (Qa).

(P, 2| TO0)|p, 2) = 2m*\/zieTk S Y (Q,) T (1),

y 2 y 2 .
<p/,/1/|TlJ(O)|p,/1> = 2m21'<Y21(QA) - 551'1>’D0(I)5/u/ + 81‘2m2 <Y2J(QA) - g(sl']> YIZCI(QA)QIC[’D?)(t)

e V(00" + 7E@0)0" -0 - V(0,0 ) i) (10)

where 7 = — ;15 and Q;’ﬂ, = (X|Q"|4). For brevity, we define Q' := QZ, from now on. Examining these expressions for
each component of the matrix element, one can easily relate the multipole form factors £ (¢), £5(t), J1(t), Dy(1), D (1),

and D;(7) to the GFFs in Eq. (3)
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Eo(r) =Ap(r) — %T[—SAO(Z) +3Dy(t) +4J(t) — 2E(t) + A (1)]

=222 |=Ag(0) + Dyle) + 20(1) = 2B(1) + Ay (1) + 3 D1 ()] = 37 () + Dy ()]

£2(1) = ~Aol1) + 20(1) = E(1) + 3A\(1) + [ ~Ao(0) + Do(1) +21(1) = 2E(1) + A\ (1) + 5 Dy (1)
32 () + Dy (),

T1(6) = J(6) + <0 (1) = E(1).

Dy(1) = ~Do(t) + 5 E(1) =5

D, (1)

— 5 [2Do(r) = 2E(1) + Dy (1)] - %7201 (1),

—E(1),
1

Dy(1) = 3 2Do(1) = 2E(1) + Dy (1] + 37D (1) (1)

B. Gravitational form factors of the spin-1 particle in the 2D Breit frame

In Refs. [33,55], the EF was introduced to study how the hadronic matrix element undergoes changes under the Lorentz
boost. It was shown that this frame naturally interpolates between the 2D BF and 2D IMF for both the nucleon [33] and the
deuteron [13]. The EF also allows one to define a quasiprobabilistic distribution for a moving hadron in the Wigner sense. To
trace down the origin of both the geometrical and relativistic effects, we scrutinize how the multipole structure of the EMT
matrix element emerges in 2D space. If we restrict ourselves to 2D space, we have to define the 2D n-rank irreducible tensors
respectively in 2D coordinate and momentum spaces as follows:

(_I)HJH (_l)nJrl n i i
m ”ALa ...a”lnAl (12)

) = n-2)1

n i i iy...0y _
X0 0 Inxg, n " (Oa) =

with n > 0 and i, = 1,2. x, is the radial distance from the center of the 2D plane. The first three of Xf,""i” (le) are
given as

. x! i X1
Xol0,)=1. X{(0,)="E Xf(0,) ="k 50 (13)
1

In the EF, the spacelike momentum transfer A = (A |, 0) lies in the 2D transverse plane. The frame satisfies the following

conditions: P = (0, P,) and A% = 0. If we take the 2D BF, i.e., P, = 0, the matrix element for each component of T is
derived as

(P XT®(0)| p. ) = 2m*E (.1 (1)8 6 + 2m*E 0,0 (1)573833 + 4m>tE, (1) QM XK (6, ).
(p' X |TO0)| p, 2) = 2m>\/7ie}i S5, X! (05 ) T\ (1),

A0 = 20| (5000 = 52000 oo + (=3 D200) = 32000 s | o7

3
+2m2eXY (05,)8,,Do(t) + 4m>2[Q* X} (0, ) + QX *(0, ) — O™ X" (04, )67)D, (1)
N 1 Iy 1 ..
+ 8m272Ql’" (Xlzm(GAL) + E(Slm> <Xl21(9AL) - 56”)D3(l‘) (14)
with
2 1
E.0)(t) = Eo(t) + gfgz(f)’ Ey(t) = Eo(t) - gfgz(f)s (15)

where the definition of the multipole form factors is the same as Eq. (11) and the indices run over i, j = 1,2. We use the
following short-hand notation 6., = 8,,0,,6,, With ¢/, 6 = 1, 2. We want to mention that the 2D multipole form factors
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exhibit a distinctive feature in contrast to those in the 3D
BF. As shown in Eq. (15), the mass form factors in the 2D
BE, €0 and &( ), acquire the positive and negative
contributions, respectively, from the quadrupole mass form
factor &£, defined in the 3D BF. It originates from the
presence of the quadrupole structure and the geometrical
difference between the 2D and 3D spaces. This feature has
been already observed in the charge distributions of a
higher-spin particle (S > 1) such as the p meson [14].
|

(P X|T%(0)

We want to emphasize that they do not come from
relativistic effects.

C. Gravitational form factors of the spin-1 particle in
the infinite-momentum frame

If we take the value of the P, as infinity in the EF, we
arrive naturally at the IMF. Thus, by taking P, — oo, we
obtain the matrix element in the IMF:

p.A) = 2PERG (1187363, + 2PIERT (1)300 + 2P2/TEM (1)ic '), X1 (04, ) + 4P2EMT (1) 01X (64, ).

(0 AT p.2) = 2P oG0S, X103, )TN0 + 4P XE (01, ) = 50 ) T ()0

" 1 1 2 1 ij
(P 2| F(0)]p, 2) = 2mPe { (g Dy~ 5”%‘5)56’6 + <‘ 3P - 51’%5)5“5”] ”

+2m22X5 (04,) 86D (1) + 843657

MO (0] + 4m*2[ 0% XT (04, ) + O XK (04,)

N g A . 1 ..
— lexém(gAl)éu]DleF(t) 4 8m273/2i€lmSSer1n(9Al) (XEI(QAL) _ 55”>DIIMF(1‘)

A 1 Iy 1.
+ 8m?z2 Q™™ (X’z’”(QAL) + 55“"> (le (6a,) — 3 5,,) DME(z), (16)
where the multipole form factors are related to the GFFs in Eq. (11),
1
5?(\)/&];)0) = e [12¢T, =3(z = )&y +7(2 +47)E, + (v = 1)(3Dy — 2D,) — 47%(1 + 27) D3],
5{1(\)/{]1:)({) = m [6Tj] + 350 - ng - 3TDO - TDQ - 372D2 + 272D3],
1
gIIMF(t) == m [—6(7,' - l)j] - 650 + 2T(‘:2 + 6TDO - 4T(D2 + TD3)L
gleF(t) = —m [6j1 — 350 - (3 + 2’[)52 + 3TDO + (T + 3)D2 + 2’[(3 + 2’[)1)3],
J1—1D, Ji1+D,
IMF () — ’ IMF () _ ’
jl ( ) 1 T ‘-72 ( ) 1 + 7
DIMF (1) = Dy + - G D () — )+ 26
(0,1) 0 3 W (0,0) 0 3 W
1 1
DM (1) = 76w DM (1) = D, DM (1) = D5 - 16w (17)
I
with It is remarkable to see that the dipole and quadrupole
contributions are respectively induced by the Lorentz boost
2(3Dy + D, — 2tD5) as shown in Eq. (16). When it comes to the matrix element
Gw(1) = = 3(1+1) ] (18) of T, the D-term form factors undergo changes by the

It is straightforward to understand the meaning of each term
in Eq. (17). In the case of the 00 and Ok-components, they
are subjected to both the Wigner spin rotation and get
mixed with the other components of the EMT current under
the Lorentz boost, so that they vary as shown in Eq. (17).

Wigner spin rotation under the Lorentz boost except for
DIMF (7). Interestingly, it was found that this effect of the
Wigner spin rotation can be parametrized in terms of one
combination of the form factors, Gy, as done for the EM
form factors in Ref. [13]. In addition to that, the monopole
form factors acquire the geometrical contribution in the
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presence of the quadrupole form factors. As shown in
Eq. (14) there was no term such as DMF in the ij-
component of the EMT current in the BF. It implies that
the form factor Gy (r) only appears by the Wigner spin

J

rotation under the Lorentz boost. Thus, the induced dipole
form factor DMF is solely due to the relativistic effect.

The multipole form factors at = 0 in the IMF can be
given as follows:

ENT(0) = EMF (0) = £9(0).  EMF(0) = 27,(0) ~260(0).  EM(0) = ~27,(0) + £0(0) + £:(0) ~ Da(0).
JH0) = T1(0),  T3M(0) = J1(0) + D,(0).

DI (0) = DS (0) = Dy(0).  DIF(0) = 3 Dy(0) ~ £ D(0)

DIF(0) = Dy(0).  DIF(0) = Dy(0) + 3 D4(0) + ¢ Do(0) . (19

The results from the light-front formalism should coincide
with those from the IMF. As a cross-check, we have carried
out the same calculation in the light-front formalism (See
Appendix A).

III. DEFINITION OF THE EMT DISTRIBUTIONS

While the 3D EMT distributions of a spin-1 particle can
not be interpreted as a probability densities because of the
ambiguous relativistic corrections, we can understand it as
a quasiprobabilistic distribution by the Wigner distribution.
This quasiprobabilistic distribution conveys information on
the internal structure of a hadron in a fully relativistic
picture. The matrix element of the EMT current for a
physical state [y) can be expressed in terms of the Wigner
distribution as [33]

&P

=

where W (R, P) represents the Wigner distribution given by
d*A

wier) =[G e (re5)o(r-3)

— 3, ,—iz-P,, * R—E R E .
[zt (=)o)

The average position R and momentum P are defined as
R=(r'+r)/2and P = (p' +p)/2, respectively. A =p’ —
p denotes the momentum transfer, which enables us to get
access to the internal structure of a particle. The variable
z =71 —r stands for the position separation between the
initial and final particles. The Wigner distribution contains
information on the wave packet of a particle

(T (1))

/fMWﬂ@WMF(M

(21)

1

\/2p0

d’p
(27%)

eP(p),  wp)= (Plw),

wlr) =) = |

(22)

with the plane-wave states |p) and |r) respectively nor-

malized as (p'|p) =2p°(27)*6®) (p' —p) and (F|r) =

83)(# —r). The position state |r) localized at r at time

t =0 is defined as a Fourier transform of the momentum
d’p

eigenstate |p)
/(27[)3\/2]90

If we integrate over the average position and momentum,
then the probabilistic density in either position or momen-
tum space is recovered to be

Ir) e”?7|p). (23)

/é;wmmzmwm

ﬂﬂmmmﬂMWP (24)

Given P and R, the matrix element (7 (r))g p conveys
information on the internal structure of the particle local-
ized around the average position R and average momentum
P. This can be expressed as the 3D Fourier transform of the

matrix element (p’, '|T%(0)|p. A),
Fuv Fuv d3A —ix-A
(T"(r)gp = (T"(0)) v p = (27

(p' . X|T™(0)|p.4),  (25)

with the shifted position vectorx = r — R. The matrix element
(p', X|T"(0)|p. ) was discussed in the previous section.

A. EMT distributions in the 3D Breit frame

Having integrated over P of Eq. (20), we find that the
part of the wave packet can be factorized. Thus, the target in
the BF is understood as a localized state around R from the
Wigner perspective. In this frame, Eq. (25) is reduced to
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T (x.4'.2) = (T(0)) ¢y

BA
— —ix- ’/1/ T (0

pA).  (26)

From now on we use r instead of x,1.e., x =r— R — r. We
expand the temporal component of the EMT distributions
in terms of the multipole distributions as follows:

TO(r X, 2) = e(r)8y; + £(r)QVYY(Q,),  (27)

where
- 1 dld
eo(r) = m&y(r), &(r) = —%ra;a 2(r),  (28)
with
& (r)y=2 /d37A —iArg (1) (29)
0,2 = zm 2P0<2ﬂ)3€ 0.2\7).

Note that since the angle integration of Y;j vanishes, i.e.,

[dQ,YY(Q,) = 0, we have the normalization of the mass
distribution £4(0) as follows:

/d3rT%%(r,/1’,/1) - /d3r€0(r)5“ = m&(0)5;,  (30)

which gives £y(0) = 1.
We can get the spin distribution by contracting 7%
by €'kyi

Ji(r, 2, 2) = €Ik P TS (r, 2, 2)

= Afm/—d a emirs [<j1(t> +§t—dj1(t)>5’/

(2r)3 dt
+ (AW’ - %A26’7> @} (31)

with J, :== mJ,/P,. Integrating the angular-momentum
distribution Ji over r yields [d*rJi(r, X', 1) = §%,7,(0),
so that we have the obvious normalization for spin,
ie., J,(0)=1.

The spatial component of the EMT distributions can be
parametrized in terms of the elastic pressure and shear
forces, given by [23]

TgF("v N, A) = Po(”)‘sij + SO(r)Y;j(Qr) + Pz(r)Qij
+5,(r2[07YE(Q,) + 0P YY(Q,)
— 5IOMY(Q,)]
1 . . .
— -5 QMoo [p3(r)8Y + 53(r) Y5 (Q,)],
(32)

where
1 1d ,d-
=———r*—7D ,
Pur) =gz ar” ar D)
1 dld -
=——7r———D
sulr) = =122 D, (1) (33
with

3
D, (r) = 2m / %e‘m"l)n@). (34)

The conservation of the EMT current furnishes the equi-
librium conditions as

pu(r) +gs’,,(r) + %sn(r) =0, (n=0,2,3). (35)

3

The pressures given in Eq. (33) satisfy the von Laue
conditions,

/d3rpn(r) =0. (36)

Note that all the monopole and quadrupole distributions are
related to the dimensionless constant D-terms

4
D,(0) = m/d3rr2pn(r) = —Bm/d3rr2sn(r),

(n=0,2.3). (37)

B. EMT distributions in the 2D Breit frame

The EF distributions depend on the impact parameter x |
(r = (x,,x,)) and momentum P = (0, P,) where a spin-1
particle moves along the z-direction without loss of gen-
erality. In this frame, Eq. (25) is reduced to

Ti (e, P J) = / dx.(7(0)).s

/ d’A |

= —e

2Py(27)?
x (p, 2|T"(0)

—ix Ay

P?’D'A,:O‘ (38)

Before investigating the EMT distributions in the IMF, one
should first separate the geometrical contributions from the
relativistic ones. By doing that, we can explicitly show
that the relativistic corrections are different from the
geometrical ones.

In this subsection, we examine the distributions in the 2D
BF by taking P, — 0. The temporal component of the EMT
current in the 2D EF is given by

T(x L. 0.4 2) = 83,8 73¢

+ QXY (0,,)e (x.). (39)

2D 2D
0,0)) (xi) + 55’0520,1)) (xi)
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The mass distribution is defined by

2D e

8&0,1; (xJ_) = m5(0 ) (XJ_),

o) 1 d1d

L L 4

e (x1) m dxl X, dx, 52()&) (40)
where
- &EA L
5(0,1),2(&)_2"1/W€ AriEona(t), (1=0,1).

(41)

At the zero momentum transfer ¢ = 0, the normalizations of
the form factors in the 2D BF are found to be

1
E.) (0)= Z/ dzxwﬁfﬁf (x1),

52(0):—% / Px 2™ (x)), with (1=0.1). (42)

ij dzA iA - i
TFfF(xJ_,O,/V,/l) = /We_’Alxl<p/,ﬂ/|T](0)p,ﬂ>
2 ) -
= (P(()ZD) (x1) = gngD) (X¢)>5”5g'a + S(()
(2D) 0, 16,385 + 250
+so ()XY ( L )6138,3 + 255

I D ii 2
3 0P (s5 (x, )X (0,,) + p§

where pﬁfm (x,) and s\ (x,) are expressed as
() 11 d _ d -
n e —Dn )
pn(x1) 8mx, dxlxl dx, (x1)
ey y__ L a1 dg 45
i (x1) 4medexldxl n(X1) (45)
with
D, (x.) / ToSemmD,0). (40
xX.)=2m e .
n\AL 2E(271')2 n

A remarkable difference between 2D BF and 3D BF

distributions is that the pé D) distribution is induced to the

monopole structure as shown in the mass distribution, which
should be distinguished from the relativistic effects that will
be discussed later. One can find the monopole term of T Ep 10
Eq. (44). As previously shown, we obtain the equilibrium
conditions by the conservation of the EMT current

(2D 1 oy 1

pr () F5sn 0 (x) = SS?D)(XL):O’

5 (n=0,2,3),

(47)

'(x)[OPX2(8,,) + 07PX5(0,)

P)(x,)8%),

One can see that the newly introduced form factors &g ) are
normalized to be &) (0) = & 1y(0) = E(0) =1 from
Eq. (15). These features will be revisited in Sec. IV.

We obtain the spin distribution as

Ty (61, 2. A) = €35, T (x,.,0.2'.2)

. A _ a7z, (t
=8 [ e [0+

(43)

with J,(t) == mJ(t)/P,. Integrating the 2D angular-

momentum  distribution J?ZD) over Xx,; yields

fdlel?m)(xl,/l’,/l) =53,71(0), so that we get the
normalization for spin, i.e., J;(0) = 1. It gives exactly
the same constraint given in Eq. (31).

As done in the 3D case, the spatial component
of the EMT distributions in the EF can be constructed
as follows:

i 4 ,
)(XL>X2](QXL)50‘G + ( v (x0)+ —PQZD) (xl)) 66363

3
- 80"X54(6,,)]

(44)

[

which results in the von Laue stability conditions for all the
monopole and quadrupole pressures,

/ dsz_Pn (XJ_) 0.

They are related to the dimensionless constant D-terms

D,(0)= Zm/dzxj_xﬁ_pg,m) (x1)

(43)

1
:—Em/dlexisgm)(xl), (n=0,2,3).

Once we have the spatial component of the EMT
distributions, we can look into how the 2D stress tensor
provides information on the internal forces that make a
hadron stable. It would be interesting to investigate the
strong force fields and visualize them in 2D space. The
internal local force fields are given by

(49)

dF, ; dF,
£ T, 0.2, 2) = 2t + 7570,
dF dF
o.T L0, 4,2 TR+ =L 50
i EF(xL )= ng ng (50)
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Each force field acting on the infinitesimal area is derived as

dF, _ p(ZD) 4 1 4(2D) 1 2p(2D) RCON 17 sg2D)/ ) (32D)/ 2ngD) 5
ds, 0 270 3\ 2 m?| 2x,  x, X2 7
(2D)r (2D)/ (2D)
@) , 1 ey ,2(, @), oy, 1 [ 53 3 2s3
- (2 — |- - 5,30
+KP0 +250 >+3<Pz + 5 +m2 2%, X + 2 1303,
. Qr/r 1 oy . ngD)/ ~ sgzD)// ngD)/ ~ ngZD)
A4 m? 3 X, 2 2x, x5 ]
dF, _dFy _ o0 1 [_ 257 . 2570
ds, ds, A2 X, e
2D 2D
dFy _ (oo _ Loy 1 ooy ey 1 sy ps 5
ds, o 270 3\ 2 m? | 2x,  x, 7
(2D)r (2D)/
@) 1 ooy , 2(, @by, oy, 1 |83 3
- (2 — - P
+ Kl’o 750 >+3< Pyt +m2 2, X 1303
(2D)r (2D)n (2D)r (2D)
Arr (2D) 1 (2o | P3 S3 S3 700 @p) _ 2 s3
+ Ql/‘{ <—2S2 +W |:_p3 + xJ_ + 2 - 2xj_:|> +Qﬂ./i |:—2S2 —W? (51)

If the target is polarized along the longitudinal direction,
there is no @ dependence in the infinitesimal forces, such as

W= Q3’; =1/3 and Q33 = 0. However, if a target is
polarized along one axis of the transverse plane, the angle
dependence on 6 appears (see Appendix C).

C. EMT densities in the 2D infinite
momentum frame

As mentioned previously, the EMT densities in the 2D
IMF do not require any relativistic corrections, so that they
have a probabilistic meaning. In the IMF, we divide the
mass and mechanical densities respectively by the Lorentz
factors Py/m and m/P to remove the kinematical diver-
gence and suppression in these densities,

T A 2) =T (x|, P A, 2)— m i
PO P,—o0
ij / ij , o Po
Trivp(x1. 4. 4) = Tgp(x,. P, 4 ”1); (52)
P,—

Thus, the 7% is normalized to be its mass m instead of its
momentum P_. This normalization is the same as the T
one. One should keep in mind that this mass density
~mT*" /Pt is actually connected to the momentum
density 7" defined in the light cone basis. It is different
from the higher-twist mass density that arises from the bad
component of the EMT current. In this paper, the
mass density in 2D IMF indicates the momentum
density normalized as a hadron mass. Similarly, the

normalization of the T;{/[F is consistent with that of TgF

The temporal component of the EMT current in the 2D IMF
is given by

Thur(X 1. A 2) = 83,813¢(016) (x1) + 870600 (X 1)

+ S X6, )eMF (x1)
+ 0YXY (0, )M (xy), (53)
where 2D mass densities in the IMF are defined as

IMF SIMF IMF 1 d v
gon(x) =mEgy(x1). et (xy) = _EEEI (x1).

1 d 1 d -

IMF - _ gIMF 54
& (x1) me dxl " de 2 (x1) (54)
with

>IM A —iAr ¢IMF
£ Ol ).n (XL) W e S(O,Z),n(t)’
(n=1,2 and [=0,1). (55)

As discussed in the 2D BF, the geometrical difference
between 2D and 3D space brings about the induced
monopole term. It contributes to M together with the

(0.)
3D BF distribution. In addition to that, ' is subject to

(0.0)
the relativistic effects arising from the Lorentz boost. On

the other hand, the €M consists of the pure 3D BF

distribution together with the relativistic effects.
Interestingly, the dipole mass density is induced in the

2D IMF as shown in Eq. (53). On the other hand, the 2D BF
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mass distributions in Eq. (39) do not contain the dipole one.
It implies that the dipole mass density for a spin-1 particle is
induced by the Lorentz boost. At the zero momentum
transfer + = 0, the normalization of the GFFs in the 2D IMF
are found to be

/JZXJ_EOI (xJ_)

() = =7 [ i el (x),

gIMF

with (I =1,2).
(56)

Since the 2D angle integration of the irreducible tensor

Xi;"i”, we obtain the normalization of the 2D mass
distributions

/ dx Tigp(x 1. 4. )

=[x [eggfg

) (x1)87363, + €0 (xl)50’0:|

=m0 013505+ € 0 (57)
As shown in Eq. (19), we find £[f'g (0) zgt?ff)(O) =

Ex(0) = 1, so the T is properly normalized to its mass
regardless of it spin polarization. We want to mention
that the normalization of the mass and spin lead to
|

EME(0) =27,(0) — 2&,(0) = 0 in Eq. (19), which yields
the interesting nontrivial constraint on the induced dipole
mass density,

EMF(0) = /dzx x, eMF(x ) =0. (58)

The spin density is obtained as

Ppx o, 2, 2) = ek T (x P, 2, 2)

P,—o0

. ’A dJ (1)
M ix Ay 1
s / o [Jl(t)—u & }
1 [ &A
2m /(2;:)26

X [3j2( ) + 2t A (t )]

+l€3ﬂQlﬁ —ixrALAj

I (59)

Note that in the IMF the induced quadrupole structure
yields the additional contribution to the spin densities. The
integration of Jj;z over x, removes the quadrupole
contribution, except for ;. We thus have same normali-
zation [ d?x Jup(xy, A, 2) = 83,7,(0) with 7,(0) = 1
as in the case of the 2D BF spin distribution.

We can derive the spatial component of the EMT
densities in the 2D IMF as follows:

y 2 § 4 y
Tip(xp. A7) = (P?(\fl)( 1) —gpleF( )>5a 07 + 501 (X 1)800 X5 (0,,) + (P%o 0)(x1) + 5 PI(x )) 0130,30"

+ S?(\)/fg) (xi)é/l’Bé/BX;j(ng) + 2512MF(XL)[QiPX§j(9xL) +

1. l-»
— 3 QM (W )XY (6,) +

We then have five different equilibrium conditions:

1
Plomya(x1) +5 SIMI;/ (x1) +— o (x1) =0,
X1

(n=1,2,3 and [=0,1), (61)

where pig')  (x1) and s}, (x1) are defined as

1 1 d d ~
P%XIF),,, (x1) = %ZEM EDE](\)/.[S.”(M),
1 d 1 d e

IMF _ s -
S(O,l),n(xJ—> - Am X1 de_ X, de_ (0,[),n(xL)’

with

IMF(x )81 —

3

0"XS(0,,) - 0NN 0,
IS (5 )XY 0,,) + P (1)), (60)
[
DY) = [ (‘;ﬁz oD (1)
(n=1,23 and [=0,1). (63)

The difference between 2D BF and 2D IMF pressure and
shear force distributions solely results from the Lorentz
boost effects. In addition to that, pMF and s™MF purely
originate from the Lorentz boost effects. All the pressure
densities satisfy the von Laue condition,

/ dZXJ_pIM]:)

They are related to the constant D-terms,

(x1) =0. (64)
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dF, dFg »:
DL (0) =2 [ it o, (50) # Toe(e, 2,2 = 52+ 520,
dF, dFy
B __m/d%uxl *1), OL IMF(xl,/I’,,I) = dsy * j dSeai’ (66)
(n=1,2,3 and [=0,1). (65)
The internal local force fields in the IMF are given by where
|
d Fr 1 1 1 SIMF/ pIMF/ 2 SIMF
_ p%MF> += S{I(\)/If) 2pIMF | IMF | — |- R o N 32 S0
dSr 2 3 m 2)CL X X7
1 2 1 sIMFr pIME 5 (IMF
+ IMF | SIMF)+ (2pIMF+sIMF+_|:_ 3 Py 2% ])]5,5
[( Poo) T3%00 ) T3 2l 2x, xy X3 3T
IMF/  IMFr  IMF/ IMF
Arr P3 53 3283 m3 Ql yrm 1
+ 00— { IMF7 - -5 o xi } —emFIxm(o, ) - [2pIMF/ 4 §IMP/]
dFr _ @ _ Qzai _2313MF/ ZS%VIF _ gelm3glérlnﬁ
ng dSr X X m X
@ = |( p™F _1 IMF | _ l 2 pIMF IMF _|_ 1 I3MF/ _ PgMF/ 5.
dSy on 3% ) 73 2%, x, o0
1 2 1 [sMFr pIMEY
IMF _ _ IMF IMF | IMF 3 _P3 )
(5 -b) 3o o
1 pIMF (M sIMF/ ) 9 §IMF
2sIMF | _ pIMFY 3 3 00 | _pgIMF _ < 73
+ 07 ( 2{ Py X, T T 2x, R m* x3
- 1
— elm3Serln (en) % |:2p1]MF/ _ sllMF/:| ) (67)

IV. ABEL TRANSFORMATION
FOR THE SPIN-1 PARTICLE

In the case of the nucleon EM form factors [36], the 3D
BF charge distributions are distinguished from 2D IMF
charge densities by the relativistic factor \/1 — ¢/4m? in
the integrand of the Fourier transform of the EM form
factors. Since the relativistic factor generates the infinite
order of the Laplacian, it is technically difficult to connect
the 3D charge distributions in the BF to the 2D charge
densities in IMF. It requires us to impose the infinite
number of boundary conditions on the differential equa-
tion. As for the Abel transformation for the nucleon EMT
form factors [34,35], on the other hand, we do not
encounter such a complexity [36], since such a Lorentz
boost factor m/E does not appear fortuitously. Thus, we
can directly connect the 3D BF distributions of the EMT
form factors to the 2D IMF densities without any technical
problems for the nucleon. Furthermore, if we consider
both the EM and EMT form factors for the higher-spin
particle, the relativistic effects raise similar problems in a
more complicated manner [14,56]. In the present work,
we thus carry out the Abel transformation in projecting the

|
3D BF distributions to the 2D BF densities instead of the
2D IMF ones.

The Abel transformation and its inverse transformation
are defined as

e =6t = 7T
o) = =2 [Tan B0 ey
r 1 XJ_ bl &

G(D) is called the Abel image of the function g(r). For
example, if there is no higher multipole distribution in the
BF, the Abel image of the monopole mass distribution is
found to be

/ dx (T0(0))_,o = / dx,e0(1)53; = 2 (1167,
2rey(r)

The Abel transformation can be straightforwardly applied
to the nucleon and the pion, since they do not have any

(2D) ®

g (x1)= dr (69)
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quadrupole distributions. However, as we pointed out in
Ref. [14], mapping the 3D distribution onto the 2D one in
the presence of the quadrupole structure brings about
additional contributions. Collecting all the angle-dependent
Abel images in 3D space, we are able to reconstruct them in
2D space. It has been already discussed in various contexts
[57-60]. While the single Abel image is enough for a
spherically symmetric distribution, the angle-dependent
distribution requires more than one Abel image [61].
The scanning in all directions are required to project
angle-dependent 3D distributions to 2D ones in general.
In fact, the number of the scans depends on the shape of the
distributions [58]. In our case, we need two Abel images
only, which is a very special case of the anisotropic
distributions. To generalize them, we should introduce
the Radon transformation [62]. The Abel transformation
we keep using is just a special case of the Radon trans-
formation and is deeply related to it [59,60]. In the present
case, we need to integrate &(r)Y"(Q,) over the z-axis for
each 3D angle. The angle-dependent Abel transformation
can be analytically achieved as follows:

[ dxes¥i@) 0, = P )x 6, )0
1 2
+A,(x)) <_§60"6 + 55/1/35%) ,
(70)
with
(2D) & 2xr€2(r)
€ X)) = dr ,
2 ( J_) m
A2
AE(M)Z/ drM. (71)
X1 r rz—xi

Employing the above expression, we derive the explicit
connections between the 2D and 3D distributions in the BF
by the Abel transformations

2D
EO ;(xL)—f—ZeEU]; x)=6

) =6 [l

=366 (x,), (12)
2D 2D a%zo) 2
Ag(xy) = 8E0,o§ (x1) - 850,1% (x1) = —mgz(?m% (73)

Under this transformation, we observe that the rank-2
irreducible tensor in 3D space is reduced to the rank-2
irreducible tensor in 2D space and a part of the diagonal
contributions leaks out to the rank-0 irreducible tensor in
the 2D space. This induced monopole distribution A, is
responsible for the splitting of the mass distributions
with the longitudinally- and transversely-polarized spins.

Note that the 2D spin distributions of the nucleon were
intensively discussed in Refs. [35,63,64].

The nucleon monopole pressure and shear forces were
investigated in Ref. [34,35] by means of the Abel trans-
formation. When it comes to a nonspherical hadron, all the
quadrupole pressure and shear-force distributions are con-
nected to each other via the Abel transformation in the same
manner,

P (x) + 15 (x) /ﬁ(p n<>),
P)=2 " _Adr (74)

ry/r? —xl

Note that the definitions of the pressure and shear forces are
different from those in Ref. [34] by factor 1/2.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Since we want to investigate the general features of the
mechanical structure of the spin-1 particle, we will not use a
specific model but employ a simplified toy model for the
GFFs. We utilize the simple multipole parametrization for
the ¢ dependence. The mass and spin form factors are
normalized to be 1 at t = 0. The quadrupole mass form
factor at r = 0 is also taken to be 1. On the other hand, the
values of the D-term form factors at = 0 are unknown. To
determine them, we need results from models (see for
example Refs. [45,65]). However, we take arbitrary neg-
ative values for the constant D-terms at ¢ = 0, assuming
that their negative values impose the stability conditions on
the spin-1 particle. As observed in Eq. (17), the kinematical
factor 7 enters in the expressions for the GFFs in the IMF.
This means that when we carry out the inverse 2D Fourier
transforms to obtain the EMT densities in the IMF, 7 may
cause the divergence. While this may have a physical
meaning as in the case of the pion, we do not know if this is
the case also for the spin-1 particle. In the current work, we
will assume that the EMT densities do not have any
singular behavior. So, we parametrize the GFFs by using
generically the following quadrupole type of the para-
metrization:

G(0)

G() = =y (75)

Here, we introduce the cutoff value A = 2m,,, where m,, is
the p-meson mass. The values of D, (0) are taken to be
Dy(0) = D,(0) = D3(0) = —1. Since the values of all the
D-term form factors are taken to be the same, we have the
same values of p,(x,) and s,(x,) in the 2D BE. This
choice of D-term values yields merit that we can compre-
hensively examine the relativistic effects when we move
from the 2D BF to the 2D IMF, as will be observed later.
Instead of quadrupole parametrization, we could employ
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the numerical results for g5/, &,
exhibited.

either pentapole or hexapole parametrization. If we use a
different parametrization, the numerical results are, of
course, changed. In particular, the IMF densities are
sensitive to the choice of parametrization due to the
relativistic factor. Since, however, the purpose of the
current work is to examine the multipole structure of
the BF distributions and IMF densities, we will not concern
their qualitative features.

A. Mass distributions in the 2D transverse plane

The mass distributions in the 2D BF can be obtained by
the Abel transformation of those in the 3D BF, as shown in
Egs. (69) and (70). The Abel transformation of the quadru-
pole mass distribution in the 3D BFE, &,(r), yields the
induced monopole distribution A,(x;). Thus, we have
three different terms for the mass distributions in the 2D
BF: e(x,), A.(x)), and &(x, ). We draw the numerical
results for them in Fig. 1. The monopole mass distribution
is dominant over the induced monopole and quadrupole
ones. The quadrupole mass density is negative in the whole
region of x| whereas the induced monopole mass distri-
bution, A,(x ), is positive till it reaches around 0.4 fm and

then turns negative. As shown in Egs. (72) and (73), 6‘5313))

and egéﬁg can be expressed in terms of 862])) and A,,
523?); (x) =& (x1) +§Ae(h),
%) = e (x1) A (x,). (76)
Thus, 6%3)) and egéﬁ)) are split by A, as shown in Fig. 2. It

(2D)
(0.1)"
Since the contribution of the inner part of the nodal point
cancels out that of the outer part, A, does not affect the
normalization of the mass as shown in the following

integration

indicates that the magnitude of egg?))) is larger than ¢

2.0
= 2D BF "
£ s
= g,
) --- A
O] 1.0 €
a
& 0.5
8 2R
Q) < -
=00 T oo
5 s
8 _05 \ Ve
5 N

-1.0

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
x ) [fm)]

Mass distributions of a spin-1 particle in the 2D Breit frame. In the left panel, the solid, dashed, and short-dashed curves draw
,and A, defined in Eqgs. (69) and (72), respectively. In the right panel, those weighted by 2zx, are

4m (77)

0%,,Ex(x )
/JZXJ_AS(XL) :—/dzxLMZO.
The induced monopole mass distribution changes only the
shape of the mass distribution.
Figure 3 depicts the transverse mass densities in the 2D
IMF. We have the following relations:

IMF

elb0) (x1) > 0, 81(1(\)/2:) (x,) > 0. (78)

The induced transverse-dipole mass density is much
smaller than the other transverse mass densities. Note that
eMF(x, ) amd eMF(x, ) vanish at x; = 0. As discussed in
the previous section, the integral of the x -weighted

induced dipole mass density over x; vanishes,

(79)

/ d’x x eMF(x,) =0.

[GeV /fm?]

0.4

FIG.2. Massdensities of a spin-1 particle in the 2D Breit frame.

The solid, dashed, and dot-dashed curves show the numerical

results for e(()m), 823?);, and 82(2)1)1)) A, is defined in Eq. (73).
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mass densities e?&& and 6‘?(\)/[5, whereas the short-dashed and dot-dashed ones depict &!

3
El 2D IMF — 0%
& | [20mF o
> ©1)
<5}

S N ahb
—_ —— _IMF
/: . \\ =)
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~ Ve

2 \ /

=Pt I /
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g \./

a
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Transverse mass densities of a spin-1 particle in the 2D infinite-momentum frame. The solid and dashed curves draw the 2D

IMF IMF

and &,"". The expressions for these mass

densities are given in Eq. (54). In the right panel, we draw those weighted by 27zx .

Note that this condition is highly nontrivial. The right panel
depicts the mass distributions weighted by 27zx .

It is of great use to visualize the 2D mass distributions for
the polarized spin-1 particle, so that we can see how its
mass is distributed and influenced under the polarization.
As shown explicitly in Appendix B, we can derive the
expressions for the mass distribution in the 2D BF by
choosing specifically the polarization. In Fig. 4, we draw
T®(x,,0,1,2) by choosing four different polarizations.
The upper-left panel of Fig. 4 illustrates the mass

Polarized along z-axis s, = 1 (2D BF)

distribution of the spin-1 particle with s, = 1 when it is
polarized along the x axis. As written in Eq. (B12),
the mass distribution contains all contributions. The quad-
rupole term cos 29€<22D) (x1)/4 introduces the angular
dependence of the mass distribution. As shown in
Fig. 1, the quadrupole term is negative over the whole
region in the 2D BF. Putting them together, we observe that
the mass distribution in the 2D BF is squeezed into a 2D
prolate form. On the other hand, when the spin-1 particle is
polarized along the x-axis with s, = 0 chosen, the scalar

Polarized along z-axis s, = 0 (2D BF)

1.25
1.00
0.75
0.50

0.25

FIG. 4. T%(x,) visualized in the 2D BF by choosing a specific polarization. In the upper-left (upper-right) panel, we draw the mass
distribution when the spin-1 particle is polarized with s, = 1 (s, = 0). In the lower-left (lower-right) panel, we illustrate that with s, = 1

(s, = 0).

054007-15



KIM, SUN, FU, and KIM

PHYS. REV. D 107, 054007 (2023)

term egézi (x ) vanishes, so that we have only two different

Eéﬁ)) and —cos 208&2])) /2 as given in

Eq. (B11). Since we have already shown in Fig. 3 that 5812))

is smaller than EE(Z)?);

pole contribution to the mass distribution, compared to the
previous case (s, = 1), we expect that the mass distribution
should be compressed along the y-axis. Thus, its shape
becomes oblate as shown in the upper-right panel of Fig. 4.
When the spin-1 particle is polarized along the z-axis, the
scalar contribution survives only regardless of choosing
a specific value of s_. Thus, the mass distribution of the
spin-1 particle polarized along the z-axis is always in a
spherical shape, as visualized in the lower panel of Fig. 4.

We now consider the mass distribution of the spin-1
particle in the 2D IMF. As written in Eq. (53), it acquires
the induced dipole contribution that arises from the Lorentz
boost. We have presented its explicit expressions in
Eq. (B16) given in Appendix B when the polarization of
the spin-1 particle is fixed. In addition to the quadrupole
contribution, the induced dipole one provides an additional
angular dependence of the mass distribution. Thus, when
the spin-1 particle is polarized along the x-axis with s, = 1,
the mass distribution is contracted to be prolate, which is
similar to that in the 2D BF. However, we can observe a

contributions, i.e., €

and we have a larger positive quadru-

Polarized along z-axis s, = 1 (2D IMF)

0.50

FIG. 5.

025 vy

clear signature of the dipole feature when the spin-1 particle
is polarized along s, = 1, as drawn in the upper-left panel
of Fig. 5. The upper-right panel displays the clear quadru-
pole structure. It indicates that the Lorentz boost intensifies
the quadrupole pattern. When the spin-1 particle is polar-
ized along the z-axis, only the scalar contribution survives
as in the case of thpdele mass distribution in the 2D BF.

B. Mechanical properties of a spin-1 particle

We are now in a position to discuss the mechanical
properties of a spin-1 particle. The 3D pressure and
shear-force densities can be derived by the inverse
Fourier transformation as given in Egs. (33) and (34).
Transforming the derived 3D BF pressure and sear-force
distributions by the Abel transformation, we obtain those in
the 2D BF. Since we employ the same form for the GFFs of
the spin-1 particle, the pressure and shear-force distribu-
tions become degenerate respectively for all n, as shown in
Fig. 6. This degenerate forms of p, and s,, have a virtue that
the relativistic effects can clearly emerge when the longi-
tudinal momentum of the spin-1 particle goes to infinity.

When the spin-1 particle is boosted by the Lorentz
transformation, the p, and s, distributions undergo drastic
changes. So, the pressure and shear-force densities in the
2D IMF reveal the relativistic effects as exhibited in Fig. 7.
We observe that the degeneracy imposed on the pressure

Polarized along z-axis s, = 0 (2D IMF)

1.75
1.50
1.25
| [1.00
| 075
0.50
0.25

X
Polarized along z-axis s, = 0 (2D IMF)

T%(x ) visualized in the 2D IMF by choosing a specific polarization. In the upper-left (upper-right) panel, we draw the mass

distribution when the spin-1 particle is polarized with s, = 1 (s, = 0). In the lower-left (lower-right) panel, we illustrate that with s, = 1

(s, =0).
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FIG. 6. Pressure and shear-force distributions ( pSLzD) and s,(lzD)) in the 2D BF. In the lower panel, we draw those weighted by 27zx ;.
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FIG. 7. Pressure and shear-force densities in the 2D IMF. In the lower panel, we draw those weighted by 2zx, . The decomposition of
the pressure and shear-force densities are defined in Eq. (60).
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and shear-force distributions are removed. As mentioned
previously, pMF and s™F arise from the Lorentz boost. The
pressure densities satisfy the stability condition as in
Eq. (64). This indicates that the pressure densities in the
2D IMF should have the odd number of the nodal points.
As shown in the lower-left panel, we depict the pressure

densities weighted by 27x . p?(\)/%:) has three nodal points

whereas all other pressure densities have only one as those
in the 2D BF. It is interesting to see that the newly emerged
induced pressure p™MF under Lorentz boost is negative at
the center in contrast to other pressures. The shear-force
densities in the 2D IMF also exhibit interesting features. As
shown in Fig. 6, the shear-force distributions are all positive
and degenerate. When the momentum of the spin-1 particle
becomes infinite, all the components of the shear-force
densities come apart. The sign of s{MF(x, ) becomes even
negative. The negative features of the pressure and shear-
force densities are related to the positive D-term in the
IMF (19), which originates from the solely relativistic

effects. More interestingly, s?(\)’f& has two nodal points.

These are unique features for the spin-1 particle and higher
spin states.

In Figs. 8 and 9, we illustrate the strong force fields
inside a spin-1 at rest and in the fast-moving frame,
respectively, when it is polarized along the x-axis (upper
panel) and z-axis (lower panel). In Appendix C, we have
explicitly written the expressions for the strong force fields

Polarized along x-axis s, = 1 (2D BF)

Polarized along z-axis s, = 1 (2D BF)

[0.150
L0.125
0.100
0.075
0.050
0.025

FIG. 8.
along x- and z-axis.

with the direction of the polarization chosen. In the 2D
IMF, we observe the dipole pattern in the upper-left panel
and the quadrupole structure in the upper-right panel as in
the mass distributions. Note that the strong force fields
shown in Figs. 8 and 9 consist of partial ones. If one
considers all the force fields, they vanish at each local point.
In other words, the energy and momentum flow in both
directions along the arrows in Figs. 8 and 9, so that the net
flows vanish. For simplicity, we present only one direction
indicated by the arrows. Nevertheless, the strong force
fields visualized in Figs. 8 and 9 exhibit how the relativistic
effects change the behavior of the strong force fields inside
a spin-1 particle.

As written in Eq. (51), the strong force fields in the 2D
BF have only the monopole and quadrupole terms. Thus,
when the spin-1 particle is polarized along the x-axis with
both s, = 1 and s, = 0, the quadrupole patterns are seen as
in the upper panel of Fig. 8. When it is polarized along the
z-axis, we find only the monopole pattern. On the other
hand, the Lorentz boost induces the dipole term in the
spatial component of the EMT densities (see Eq. (60).
When the spin-1 particle is polarized along the x-axis with
s, = 1 chosen, all the dipole and quadrupole terms con-
tribute to the strong force fields as shown in Eq. (C8). The
upper-left panel of Fig. 9 reveals clearly this feature.
However, if one selects s, = 0 with the spin-1 particle
polarized along the x-axis, all the dipole contributions
vanish. So, the upper-right panel of Fig. 9 demonstrates the

Polarized along z-axis s, = 0 (2D BF)

1.00

0.75

0.50

0.25

0

Strong force fields inside a spin-1 particle in the rest frame (P, = 0) are visualized in the 2D plane when the target is polarized
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Polarized along z-axis s, = 1 (2D IMF)
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FIG. 9.
along x- and z-axis.

quadrupole pattern, being similar to that in the 2D BF
When the spin-1 particle is polarized along the z-axis, the
strong force fields in the 2D IMF are not much different
from those in the 2D BF. These features of the strong force
fields resemble the mass 2D distributions.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In the present work, we scrutinized the mechanical
structure of the spin-1 particle. We first formulated the
gravitational form factors and the energy-momentum tensor
distributions in three different frames; the three-dimensional
Breit frame, the two-dimensional Breit frame, and the two-
dimensional infinite-momentum frame (or equivalently the
Drell-Yan frame). By introducing these three different
frames, we were able to distinguish the geometric effects
from the relativistic effects that arise from the Lorentz boost.
A prominent point is that an additional monopole structure is
induced by going from the three-dimensional Breit frame to
the two-dimensional one. This can be achieved by the Abel
transformation. The two-dimensional infinite-momentum
frame can be reached by taking the limit of the infinite
longitudinal momentum of the spin-1 particle. This Lorentz
boost induces the dipole mass density, of which the
integration over the transverse plane vanishes because of
the normalization of the mass and spin of the spin-1 particle.
This provides a nontrivial constraint on the induced dipole

Polarized along x-axis s, = 0 (2D IMF)

Strong force fields inside a fast-moving spin-1 particle (P, = oo) are visualized in the 2D plane when the target is polarized

mass density. When the spin-1 particle is polarized along the
x-axis with s, = 1, the mass distribution reveals the quadru-
pole pattern in the two-dimensional Breit frame. When its
momentum goes to infinity, the induced dipole mass is
generated, so that one can clearly observe the dipole pattern
in the mass density. When the spin state of the spin-1 particle
is taken to be s, = 0, the quadrupole structure is enhanced
by the Lorentz boost.

The relativistic effects on the pressure and shear-force
densities are even more prominent. Since we take the same
quadratic form of the gravitational form factors, the pressure
and shear-force distributions become degenerate regardless
of the value of the subscript n. However, when we go from
the two-dimensional Breit frame to the two-dimensional
infinite momentum frame, the pressure and shear-force
densities undergo drastic changes. While the pressure
distributions in the two-dimensional Breit frame have only
one nodal point, which is essential for them to satisfy the

stability conditions, p?(\)/lg) has even three nodal points

because of the Lorentz boost. Interestingly, the sign of
Pp™MF becomes negative in the core part in contrast to the any
other pressures. The shear-force densities also exhibit

unique features under the Lorentz boost. s(if) has two
IMF

nodal points and 57" becomes negative. The negative values
of the pressure and shear-force densities are related to the
positive D-term in the IMF, which arises from the solely
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relativistic effects. We also visualized the strong force fields
inside a spin-1 particle. Though they vanish at each local
point, they display the multipole structure of the spin-1
particle, in particular, when it is polarized along the x-axis.
The most interesting behavior of the strong force fields can
be found by choosing s, = 1. In this case, all the dipole and
quadrupole terms contribute to the strong force fields.

In the current work, we focused on the mechanical
structure of a generic spin-1 particle. However, we want to
mention that there are several spin-1 particles such as the p
meson, the @ meson, the vector kaon, the a¢; meson, and the
deuteron. While they share the general features discussed in
the present work, they will possibly show quantitative
differences each other. In particular, the deuteron can be
treated as a nonrelativistic particle, whereas all the vector
mesons should be considered as relativistic ones. Apart
from the relativistic effects, there may be certain effects due
to the different quark configuration of the vector mesons.
The corresponding study will appear elsewhere.
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APPENDIX A: GRAVITATIONAL FORM
FACTORS OF A SPIN-1 PARTICLE IN THE
TWO-DIMENSIONAL DRELL-YAN FRAME

The results from the light-front formalism should
coincide with the those from the IMF. As a cross-check,
we are able to carry out the same calculation in the light-
front formalism. A light-front four-vector is given by

X ={x",x",x }, (A1)
with x* = (x* £ x*)/+/2. The Drell-Yan frame is defined
by AT = 0. The kinamatics are given by

1
P=3(p'+p) = (P*.P".0).
A= (p'=p)=(0,0,A,), with o mQ+A—2l
— WP P =0 AL ~opt 4 )
(A2)

The matrix elements of 7++, T+, and T" are respectively
decomposed in terms of the gravitational form factors as
follows:

(P A|T+4(0)|p. 2) = 2P 2ENE (15,305, -+ 2P 2ENTE (1)5,, + 2P 2 TEMF (1)ie¥451, X4 (0,

+ 4P 20EME (1) QM XK (0, ),

(p". X|T*(0)

1 1

0.1)

A . 1 . ~
p.2) = 2mP*\/7ie¥'S3, X (04 )T ™M (1) + 4mP*r <X’2"(9Al) -5 5*) TME(1) O3,

1

(p' X|TY(0)|p,2) = 2m* [(5 Dy -5 D?Sd,f)) 8o+ (— 30 -5 Dﬁf&) 5”3513} 0"

3

+2m2tXY (0a, )[8,5 DY (1) + 8238, Die (1))

(0.

(0,0)

+ 4m2T[QikX£k(9AL) + ijxék(gAl) _ lexlzrn(gAl)(Sij]DleF(t)

. . 1
+ 8m?c3/2iem3SIX M (0, ) (X;f (0a,) =3 5!/) DM (1)

, 1 ; 1
+8m22 Q™" (xgm(aAL) + 25!m> (x;(ah) - 251]) DIMF (7).

(A3)

The decompositions in Eq. (A3) are identical to those in the infinite momentum frame.

054007-20



MECHANICAL STRUCTURE OF A SPIN-1 PARTICLE

PHYS. REV. D 107, 054007 (2023)

APPENDIX B: EXPLICIT CALCULATION OF
THE MASS DISTRIBUTIONS

Since the basis used in this work is not a standard one,
we first provide the conversion from the current basis to the
standard spherical basis in Table I. In Figs. 4 and 5, we have
visualized the mass distributions in the 2D BF and 2D IMF,
respectively, taking a specific polarization of the spin-1
particle. We show here how to compute the mass distri-
butions when the polarization is fixed. In Eq. (39), the mass
distribution in the 2D BF is written as

TE(x1. 0.2, 1) = 6y,85¢ (o) (x1) + 8ol (x1)

+ 0 XY (0)e5 (x, ). (B1)

where A and A’ run over x, y, and z whereas ¢ and ¢’ lie in
the 2D EF, i.e., they take either x or y. We shall use 6
instead of @, for convenience. When the spin-1 particle is
polarized along the z-axis (s,) and s, is explicitly given, we
have to get the matrix elements of 7% as follows:

50 =0~ (0],
5o = 1= 51101 + (101y) + i(xODy) ~ iy10L],
s = =1 = 2 [(01) + (101y) ~ ix10ly) + i{y(0}).

(B2)

On the other hand, when it is polarized along the x-axis
(s,), we find the matrix elements as

N =

With the spin-1 particle polarized along the y-axis (s),
we get

TABLE 1. Conversion from the our basis to the standard
spherical basis.

Quantization axis n s, =1) Is, =0) [s,=-1)

L -ib) ) =) + i)
(1) + il2))
— L (k) + ily))

x-axis (transversal)
y-axis (transversal)

z-axis (longitudinal

5, =0 (10D,
sy = 1= 3 [(610]) + (@l0]2) +i(x10l2) = itz|Of),
sy = =1 = 3 [(O1) + (Of) = i(x|0f2) + (el O1)

(B4)

where O is a multipole operator. In the Cartesian basis,
the matrix representations of the quadrupole operator

(X)QYA) = Q;’, , are given by
AV AN x y oz
. X —% 00 R X % 0 0
Gl oro| YTy 020
z 0 01 z 0 0
N xy z
. X % 0 0
0, = y 0lol (B5)
z 00 -3
AN x y z AN x y z
oY — x 0 —% 0 o — x 00 —%
! y -Lool 2T 00 0
z 0 00 z —300
AN x y z
e | x 000 (56
“ 1y 00 -1
z 0-10

Having contracted the i, j = 1,2 indices to the x"l and le,
we have the following expressions:

%(—1 —3c0s20) —cos@sind 0

0] 3 % =0y, —cosfsing  (—1+3cos26) 0 |,
0 0 !
cosfsind —1cos26 0
01,03 =07, = —1c0s260 —cosBsing 0 |,
0 0 0
t(—=1+3co0s260)  cosfsing 0
Y0 =0% = cosfsind  ¢(—1-3co0s26) 0
0 0 !
(B7)
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If the spin-1 particle is polarized with s, = 0, then there is no 8 dependence. So, the mass distribution contains only the

scalar one gg(z)%)) (x1),

2D P A 2D
T%(l):(xJ_v O, /1',/1) = 5zz512820,0)) (XJ_) + (sz - 5 sz) '95 )(XJ_) = SEO,O; (xJ_)- (BS)
If, however, it is polarized with s, = 1, then we obtain 7% as
2D AT 1. ii 2D
T%(l):(xl’ 0.4, /1) = 5‘7"’850.13 (XL) + < si=1,s,=1 " 5 .fél..s,1> gé )(xl_>
1 (2D) Arr 1o (2D)
= 5 (5)05 + 5yy)8(0.1)(xl) + si=ls,=1 — 5 si=ls,=1 | €2 ('xl)
2D
= 520,1;()@)' (B9)

Note that we have the following algebra:

AT _l il -0
st=1,s.=1 2 st=ls,=1 —

~ | R
rr ii _
st=0,5,=0 — E QS/Z:O,SZ:O =0,

A

1 .. 1
rr ii _
Qs;:O,sX:O - E Qs;:O,sXZO 2 cos 260,

(B10)

R 1 ... 1

==l ) Q¢ —15-1 = 208 26.
Thus, the quadrupole contribution vanishes when the spin-1
particle is polarized along the z-axis. However, if it is
transversly polarized with s, = 0, we get the contribution
from the quarupole term

2 ~aa 1 ii 2
T%(ll(xL’O’l/?ﬂ) = 5)6)6850?1)) (xj_) + < XX _5 xx) Eg v (xJ_)

1
:8%32% (XJ_)—ECOSZGE'ézD) (.X'J_). (Bll)

When the spin-1 particle is polarized with s, =1, we
obtain the following mass distribution

1 2D 1 D
T (x 1, 0,2, 2) = 6..8.2(00) (x1) + 5 8yeion) (x1)

2 2 yy
Yaa 1. ii 2D
+ ( si=ls,=1 75 sfrl,sxl)gg )(XL)
I @b I @b
= 5820,03 (XL) + 5820,1)) (xi)
1
+ g cos 2067 (x ). (B12)

We can carry out a similar algebra to obtain the mass
distributions in the 2D IMEF. To obtain the force fields in the
2D BF and 2D IMF, we can perform a similar calculation.

In the IMF, we have additional dipole contribution,
which is induced by the Lorentz boost,
~ ek, X (B13)

In the Cartesian basis, the matrix representations of the spin
operator (A'[S'|4) := S, are given by

N xy z AN x oy oz
o x 00 O o x 0 0 i
4 y 00 —i| "# y 000]
z 0i 0 z —-i 00
AN x y z
s x 0 —i (B14)
A4 y i 00
z 00

Having contracted the j, k = 1,2 indices to the e¥*X*, we
have the following expressions:

AV X y z
o X 0 0 —icosé@
kS, Xk = oo | (BIS)
y 0 0 —isin6
z icos@ isinf 0

Note that the diagonal components vanish, and the transverse
states |x, y) should be mixed with the |z), so that we have a
finite contribution to the mass distributions. Since there is no
mixture of the them, the dipole contribution vanishes when
the spin-1 particle is polarized along the z-axis.

Similarly, if it is transversely polarized with s, = 0, we
still have null contribution from the induced dipole term.
However, if it is polarized with s, = £1 we then have finite
contribution,
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kS, Xk =sin0 (s, =1),

S Xk =0 (s, =0),

€3fk§£,/1X’f =—sinf (s, =-1),

€3-fk§£,ﬂX’1‘ =cosf (s, =1),

kS, Xk =0 (s, =0),

¢S, XK = —cosO (s, = —1). (B16)

One can clearly see in Fig. 5 that the dipole contributes to
the mass distribution only with s, = 1. In the other figures,
such contributions vanish.

APPENDIX C: EXPLICIT CALCULATION OF
THE MECHANICAL DISTRIBUTIONS

In this appendix, we show explicitly the mechanical
distributions for a spin-1 particle. When we have s, = 0,
the matrix elements of the dipole and quadrupole operators
are obtained as

AT 1 A 1 ~Or
st.zo,s,zo = 3 Qf{?:o.s‘,:o = 3 QfQ:O,XZ:O =0,
€8 o —oXT(0)=0. €8, o _07"(0)=0. (C1)

Thus, we can show that the quadrupole pattern of the
distribution vanishes when the spin-1 particle is polarized
along the z-axis (s, = 0),

dF, = |( p™ME 4 1 SIMF +% 2pIME | gIME 4 1 séMF’ B pME n 25MF
ds, (0.0) T 57(0.0) 3 m? | 2x, X 2
N 11 e pIME SIBMF// SIMFY 2 SIMF

dr, dFy 0
dS, dS,
dFy _ wE _ L e 2 IMF | IMF 1 sy
a5 (=gt 3 (oot [ 2

1 1 pIMF/ gIMFr (IMF/ 1 2 IMF

-2 IMF _ IMFr# 3 3 _ V3 ) IMF _ < 53 ' 2
3( B 2[[93 +xl+ 2 2x, T3|7% -, (C2)

Since there is no € dependence on dF, 4/dS, 4, the visualized forces looks like the unpolarized nucleon force distributions,

except for the strengths of them.

When the spin-1 particle is polarized along the z-axis
quadrupole operators as follows:

1

6 b
X7(0)

AT
Qs’:l s, =1

1
st=1,s.=1

lm%S 0

Im3 ¢l nm _
€ Ssé:l,szzlel (0> =0.

with s, = 1, we find the matrix elements of the dipole and

Qf;r:1,szz1 =0,
(C3)

So, the quadrupole pattern of the distribution again vanishes when the spin-1 particle is polarized along the z-axis

with s, =1,
dF, = |( pF +1 SIME )~ (2pIMF | gIMF L _SéMF/ _ " T 2sMF
ds, 1) T 2700 3 m? | 2x;  x, x2
1 N pIMF M7 (IMFr ) IMF
2 2 2XJ_ Xi ’
dF, 0.
ng S
dFy = | piF 1 GIMF ) _ 1 2pIMF | gIMF + 1 sy _ "
ds, 0 " 2%01) ] 3 2x, x,
1 1 pIMF/ (IMFr (IMFY 1 7 §IMF
—2sIMF 4 _ IMF¥ 3 537 83 _ | pgME_ 285 | 4
6( g 2[193 + X, T 2x, 6| 2 m* x3 (C4)

Note that for s, = 1 they are still independent of 8, which means that they are spherically symmetric.
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When the spin-1 particle is transversely polarized along x-axis with s, = 0, € dependence of dF, »/dS,  emerges. In this
case, the matrix elements of the dipole and quadrupole operators are derived as

~ 1 A 1 A
QY _05—0= ~% (1 4+ 3cos20), Q?fzo,sFo =-g (1 —3cos26), f_,::O’Sx:O = cos@sind,
€805, —0XT(0) = 0. €8y _f7(0) =0. (Cs)

Thus, the strong force fields can be directly obtained as

dr, _ pIMF _|_1SIMF 1 2pIMF | IMF L[ s pMe +2S§MF
ds, on Ta%on f T3 m?>| 2x;,  x, x%
IMF NP IME SI3MF:|

D3

1 1
1+ 3cos26 [ pME 4 -
6( ) 3 X 2 2x; X
dF, dF, 25IMF/ 2ngF]
2 b

ng dS X1 X7

1 1 SIMF/ pIMF/
_ _JMF ) _ * 2 IMF IMF 3 _ 3
5o (=30 =5 (e e S B2

1
= cosHst— [
m?

1( 1+ 3cos20) | —2sIMF +— 1 IMF +P13MF/ +S§MF” s

2 s !
0 ’ e X1 2 2x,

1 2 sIMF

——(1-3cos 29)[ 25IMF _ ] .
6 2 m2 xi

While all the dipole contribution still found to be zero, the quadrupole structure brings about the deformation of the strong
force distributions.
The most interesting case arises when the spin-1 particle is polarized along the x-axis with s, = 1. The matrix elements of

Qg 141 and Sy_; ; _; are given by

A 1 1 A 1
OF 151 = 12( + 3 cos20), f‘g_l sl =13 — (1 —3cos20), o sml = —Ecosé’siné?,
"8l XP(0) =sin0,  €™F, | 07(0) = coso. (C7)

Using these results, we can show that all the dipole and quadrupole contributions to the strong force fields emerge as follows:

dFr:l pIMF +1sIMF _l 2leF+slMF+L2 _SgMF/_ngF/—'_zS%VIF
as, 2 |[\PonT3%0n )73 m> | 2x,  x, X3

1 1 2 1 S%MF/ ngF/ 2 SI3MF
+§ |:<p{MF) 4= S?(\)/[(}):)> 3 <2pIMF 4 SIMF T m |: _ 4 L

2 2XJ_ X1 .X'J_
1 1 pIMF/ SIMF// sIMF/ zsIMF 1
1 3 20 IMF# 3 _ 3 3 _ =3 —sinf—12 IMF/ IMF/ ,
Tgl3c0s20) [p3 T T T, T e, e s
dF, _dFy 1 o1 [ 250 2 S
= ——cos@sinfd— |[— — —COS s
dSlg dS 2 m X xf_ m X

ﬁ _1 K IMF _t IMF) 1 <2pIMF 4o L 1 {ngF’ B ngF/]ﬂ
Sy 2 0.1) 3 o _XJ_
wvE L ovE IMF , aMF , L gMF’ pISMF/
Kp(o,o) - ES(O’())) 3 (2p + sMF 4 — {le _ o } )}

(14 3cos20)( —2sMF + — ! —pIMFr r gMF/ T sy SIaMF/
m? x| 2 2x

+

N =

SIMF 2 sPF 1 IMFr _ IMF/
(1 —3C0526> i —SIHHE 2])1 —Sl . (CS)

m- X

sl— B\~

+
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