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We investigate quantum chromodynamics (QCD) in this study by computing chiral-even generalized
parton distributions (GPDs) at twist-3 in the framework of the light-front quark-diquark model, particularly
in the zero skewness scenario. We provide a detailed examination of twist-3 chiral-even GPDs, illustrating
their behavior through extensive two-dimensional (2-D) and three-dimensional (3-D) visualizations, which
demonstrate their dependence on the longitudinal momentum fraction (x) and the momentum transfer (t).
Our investigation also reveals the intricate relationships between these GPDs and other distribution functions
such as generalized transverse-momentum dependent distributions, transverse momentum-dependent parton
distributions, and parton distribution functions (PDFs). Our study also includes the connected form factors at
this twist, which are crucial in understanding the internal structure of hadrons. Additionally, we provide
impact parameter-dependent PDF plots to offer insights into the spatial distribution of partons.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The proton is among the first particles to be discovered
experimentally, yet even after a century, its structure remains
elusive [1]. The “proton spin crisis” has intrigued research-
ers for decades, and the “origin of proton mass” is a highly
active field of research, encompassing both experimental
and theoretical investigations [2–12]. Experimental facilities
such as the Stanford Linear Accelerator Center [13–18], the
European Organization for Nuclear Research [19–24], the
Deutsches Elektronen-Synchrotron [25–27], and Jefferson
Lab [28–32] have played crucial roles in the aforementioned
studies. The usual approach of analyzing the proton’s
structure includes scattering experiments, with deep inelas-
tic scattering (DIS) being a key method [33–35]. Using the
factorization theorem, the cross section of DIS is para-
metrized in terms of parton distribution functions (PDFs),
which are quasiprobabilistic distributions providing infor-
mation about the partons, i.e., quarks or gluons, inside the
proton [36–38]. Although at very short distances, i.e., at
very high energies, perturbative quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) provides significant results by adding leading order,
next-to-leading order, and higher-order corrections [39,40],

at low energies, factorization theorems are not as effec-
tive [41]. Moreover, nonperturbative effects become dom-
inant. To gain a clearer understanding of a proton’s structure
at low energies, it is necessary to consider additional
corrections, including target mass corrections and higher
twist corrections [42–44].
Information obtained from PDFs is fairly restricted as it

acknowledges only the one-dimensional (1D) distribution
of the longitudinal momentum fraction x of the parton.
Higher-dimensional distributions such as transverse
momentum distributions (TMDs) provide more informa-
tion concerning the proton’s three-dimensional (3D) con-
figuration using kinematic variables such as x and the
transverse momentum of the parton p⊥ [33,34,45–72].
TMDs correspond to phenomena of semi-inclusive deep
inelastic scattering and Drell-Yan [73–88]. Another
higher-dimensional distribution, generalized parton distri-
butions (GPDs), are parametrized in the variables x and
momentum transfer to the proton Δ⊥. Such distributions
correspond to scattering processes such as deeply virtual
Compton scattering (DVCS) and deeply virtual meson
production (DVMP) [89–106]. Even higher-dimensional
distributions, such as generalized transverse momentum
distributions (GTMDs), carry the most information about
the parton [107]. The relationship between the previously
discussed distributions, along with some other distribu-
tions, can be seen in Fig. 1.
GPDs appear while studying the cross-section of

scattering processes such as DVCS and DVMP. They
are also known as the nonforward matrix elements of
bilocal operators in such processes. Although direct
extraction of GPDs from sophisticated experiments such
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as Zentrum für Elektronen-Und-Speicherringexperiment
[109,110], CEBAF large acceptance spectrometer (CLAS)
[111–118], and common muon and proton apparatus
(COMPASS) [119] is not straightforward, it becomes
even more complicated when we consider higher twist
corrections [120,121]. References [122,123] suggest that
twist-3 GPDs can provide vital information about a
quark’s kinetic orbital angular momentum and quark
spin-orbit interactions. The Fourier transform of GPDs
provides the impact parameter dependent parton distribu-
tion functions (IPDPDFs), which are functions of x and
the impact parameter distance b⊥ [124]. IPDPDFs offer
the most physical picture of the proton as they suggest the
position of partons, giving a familiar understanding of the
structure of an object.
One of the most successful and profound theories in

the history of physics, offering explanations for physical
phenomena with unparalleled accuracy, particularly in
the realm of high-energy physics, is quantum field
theory (QFT). The remarkable achievements of QFT are
best illustrated by QCD, the theory of quark-gluon inter-
actions [125]. However, achieving this level of accuracy
presents tremendous computational challenges that require
sophisticated methods and adjustments that consider various
effects. One mathematical approach to simplifying compu-
tations in QCD is the use of anti–de Sitter (AdS)/QCD
correspondence. This method, along with Dirac’s light-front
dynamics, can dramatically simplify calculations and pro-
vide more familiarity with the underlying physics [126].
The light-front quark-diquark model (LFQDM) serves as a
model that uses both of these mathematical formulations

along with the assumption that during interactions with a
probe, the proton acts as a composite of an active quark
participating in the interaction while the remaining quarks
form a spectator diquark [127–129]. In recent years,
LFQDM has accomplished many significant results. For
example, it has shown very promising results for spin
asymmetry, aiding in the study of experiments like
hadron-elektron ring anlage measurement of spin and
COMPASS [130]. The flavor combination of the PDF
eðxÞ compares nicely with the CLAS data [130].
Multiple properties of the proton, such as mechanical radius,
shear forces, and pressure distributions, along with structure
functions such as gravitational form factors (FFs) and
transversity and helicity PDFs, have been calculated using
LFQDM [131]. Recent works also include calculations of
the transverse structure of the proton in Refs. [129,132,133].
Twist-2, twist-3, and twist-4 GTMDs are discussed in
Refs. [108,134,135], while twist-2 and twist-4 GPDs have
been calculated in Refs. [136,137].
The objective of our work aims to analyze the twist-3

GPDs of protons within the LFQDM framework. Primarily,
the unintegrated quark-quark GPD correlator has been
deciphered for twist-3 Dirac matrix structure, and we then,
through comparison with the parametrization equations,
achieve the equations for the twist-3 GPDs of the proton.
The explicit equations for GPDs have been derived for both
possible scenarios of active quark flavor u and d from vector
and scalar diquark components, considering a skewness ξ
of 0. The nature of twist-3 chiral-even GPDs is illustrated
using two-dimensional (2D) and 3D graphs, depicting their
dependency over a quark’s longitudinal momentum fraction

FIG. 1. A illustration of the generalized parton correlation functions (GPCFs) using family trees. Various arrows represent various
GTMD limits. The dashed line represents the case of zero momentum transfer, the solid line represents the integration over the
longitudinal momentum fraction x, and the dotted line shows the integration over the quark’s transverse momentum p⊥ [108].
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x and the momentum transfer t. To unify the obtained
findings of this study and their connections with other
distribution functions, we seek the associated GTMDs,
TMDs, and PDFs. We have included the analysis of
associated GPDs in impact parameter space, obtained
through the Fourier transformation of GPDs. Additionally,
twist-3 FFs have also been discussed considering their
significance for the comprehension of proton dynamics.
The article has adopted the following structure: The

LFQDM’s crucial details, input parameters, and other
constants are discussed in Sec. II. The twist-3 quark-quark
GPD correlator features are covered in Sec. III, along with
the pertinent parametrization equations. The explicit equa-
tions for twist-3 GPDs are shown in Sec. IV. A sequential
analysis of the relationships between twist-3 chiral-even
GPDs with GTMDs and TMDs is presented in Secs. V and
VI respectively. A 2D and 3D plot-based analysis of GPDs
is presented in Sec. VII. This section also covers Fourier-
transformed GPD illustrations and twist-3 FFs. Finally, a
conclusion is presented in Sec. VIII.

II. LFQDM

Regarding the LFQDM explanation, for an all-encom-
passing perspective on the probability of running into every
possible active quark-spectator combination, the proton’s

spin-flavor structure is thought to be composed of isoscalar-
scalar diquark singlet juS0i, isoscalar-vector diquark juA0i,
and isovector-vector diquark jdA1i states from Ref. [127]:

jP;ΛNi ¼ CSjuS0iΛN þ CV juA0iΛN þ CVV jdA1iΛN
: ð1Þ

In the above expression, the nucleon helicity is ΛN . The
spinwise vector and scalar diquark parts are denoted by
A ¼ V;VV and S, respectively. The diquarks’ respective
isospins have been indicated by the superscripts (0) or (1).
The coefficients Ci of scalar and vector diquark states have
been found in Ref. [127] and are provided in Table II. The
valence quark’s proportion of longitudinal momentum from
the parent proton is x ¼ pþ=Pþ, where the momentum of
quark (p) and diquark (PX) is given as

p≡ ðxPþ; p−;p⊥Þ; ð2Þ

PX ≡ ðð1 − xÞPþ; P−
X;−p⊥Þ; ð3Þ

for the case when proton carries no transverse momenta.
The expansion of the Fock state for Jz ¼ �1=2 for the
scalar jνSiΛN

and vector diquark jνAiΛN
in the case of two

particles can be expressed as [129,138,139]

jνSi� ¼
X
λq

Z
dxd2p⊥

2ð2πÞ3 ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
xð1 − xÞp ψ�ðνÞ

λq ðx;p⊥Þjλq; λS; xPþ;p⊥i; ð4Þ

jνAi� ¼
X
λq

X
λD

Z
dxd2p⊥

2ð2πÞ3 ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
xð1 − xÞp ψ�ðνÞ

λqλD
ðx;p⊥Þjλq; λD; xPþ;p⊥i: ð5Þ

The flavor index ν ¼ u (for the scalar case) and ν ¼ u; d
(for the vector case) are determined using Eq. (1). The
two particle state is represented by the expression
jλq; λSp; xPþ;p⊥i, where the quark helicity is λq ¼ � 1

2

and the spectator diquark helicity is λSp. The scalar
diquark’s spectator helicity is λSp ¼ λS ¼ 0 (singlet), while
the vector diquark’s spectator helicity is λSp ¼ λD ¼ �1, 0
(triplet). Table I provides the LFWFs [129] for Jz ¼ �1=2,
taking into account the scalar or vector nature of diquarks.
Derived from the predictions of soft-wall AdS/QCD

[140,141], the general form of LFWFs φðνÞ
i ¼ φðνÞ

i ðx;p⊥Þ
listed in Table I follows the parametrization aνi ; b

ν
i , and δ

ν as
outlined in Ref. [127]. We have

φðνÞ
i ðx;p⊥Þ ¼

4π

κ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
logð1=xÞ
1 − x

r
xa

ν
i ð1 − xÞbνi

× exp

�
−δν

p2⊥
2κ2

logð1=xÞ
ð1 − xÞ2

�
: ð6Þ

The wave functions φν
i (i ¼ 1; 2) happen to be distinct over

the interchange x → 1 − x, and such asymmetry persists
at the AdS/QCD limit aνi ¼ bνi ¼ 0 and δν¼ 1.0 as well [142].
The variables aνi and bνi , appearing in Eq. (6), were

effectively fitted with the use of the Dirac and Pauli FF
data [127,143,144] to the model scale μ0 ¼ 0.313 GeV. For
both quark flavors, the given value of factor δν is assumed as
the one that has been adopted from AdS/QCD [140]. Aside
from this, Ref. [127] is the source of normalization con-
stants N2

i provided in Table I. Table II lists the model
parameter values for both active quark flavors, considering
the purpose of clarity. The AdS/QCD scale parameter κ,
which appears in Eq. (6), has been assigned a value of
0.4 GeV [145,146]. We take the proton mass (M) and the
constituent quark mass (m) to be, respectively, 0.938 GeV
and 0.055 GeV, consistent with Ref. [128]. By considering
the contributions from isoscalar-scalar (OuðSÞ), isoscalar
vector (OuðVÞ), and isovector-vector (OdðVVÞ), parts, we
can write any physical observable O for active u and d
quarks as
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Ou ¼ OuðSÞ þOuðVÞ; ð7Þ

Od ¼ OdðVVÞ: ð8Þ

III. GPD CORRELATOR AND
PARAMETRIZATION AT TWIST-3

This section presents a thorough examination of the GPD
correlator and its parametrization. According to Ref. [147],
the quark-quark GPD correlator for the proton is defined as

Fν½Γ�
½ΛNiΛNf �ðx; ξ; tÞ ¼

1

2

Z
dz−

2π
e

i
2
pþz−hPf;ΛNf jψ̄ð−z=2Þ

× ΓW ½−z=2;z=2�ψðz=2ÞjPi;ΛNiijzþ¼z⊥¼0:

ð9Þ

In the present work, jPi;ΛNii and jPf;ΛNfi represent the
initial and final states of the proton, respectively, where ΛNi

and ΛNf signify their helicities. The pictorial representation
of the GPDs-linked DVCS process γ� þ Pi → γ� þ Pf,
involving a virtual photon and proton where a virtual
photon is observed in the final state along with the proton,
has been given in Fig. 2. The GPD correlator depends on
the variables set x, ξ, and t. At zero skewness, the square of
the total momentum transfer is denoted by t ¼ Δ2 ¼ −Δ2⊥,
or ξ ¼ −Δþ=2Pþ ¼ 0 [147]. Therefore, for the rest of the

paper, we will express the GPD correlator Fν½Γ�
½ΛNiΛNf �ðx; ξ; tÞ

as Fν½Γ�
½ΛNiΛNf �ðx;Δ2⊥Þ or compactly as Fν½Γ�

½ΛNiΛNf �, where Γ
stands for the twist-3 Dirac γ matrices, i.e., Γ ¼ fγj; γjγ5g.
TheWilson line,W ½−z=2;z=2�, has been considered to be 1 for
simplicity. This ensures that the related bilocal quark
operator has SU(3) color gauge invariance. In the present
scenario, we use the convention z� ¼ ðz0 � z3Þ, and we

TABLE I. The LFWFs for the active quark λq and the spectator diquark λSp variations of their helicities for

both diquark circumstances for Jz ¼ �1=2. The normalization constants are NS, N
ðνÞ
0 , and NðνÞ

1 .

Diquark λq λSp LFWFs for Jz ¼ þ1=2 LFWFs for Jz ¼ −1=2

Scalar þ1=2 0 ψþðνÞ
þ ¼ NSφ

ðνÞ
1 ψ−ðνÞ

þ ¼ NSðp
1−ip2

xM ÞφðνÞ
2

−1=2 0 ψþðνÞ
− ¼ −NSðp

1þip2

xM ÞφðνÞ
2 ψ−ðνÞ

− ¼ NSφ
ðνÞ
1

Vector þ1=2 þ1 ψþðνÞ
þþ ¼ NðνÞ

1

ffiffi
2
3

q
ðp1−ip2

xM ÞφðνÞ
2 ψ−ðνÞ

þþ ¼ 0

−1=2 þ1 ψþðνÞ
−þ ¼ NðνÞ

1

ffiffi
2
3

q
φðνÞ
1 ψ−ðνÞ

−þ ¼ 0

þ1=2 0 ψþðνÞ
þ0

¼ −NðνÞ
0

ffiffi
1
3

q
φðνÞ
1 ψ−ðνÞ

þ0
¼ NðνÞ

0

ffiffi
1
3

q
ðp1−ip2

xM ÞφðνÞ
2

−1=2 0 ψþðνÞ
−0

¼ NðνÞ
0

ffiffi
1
3

q
ðp1þip2

xM ÞφðνÞ
2 ψ−ðνÞ

−0
¼ NðνÞ

0

ffiffi
1
3

q
φðνÞ
1

þ1=2 −1 ψþðνÞ
þ−

¼ 0 ψ−ðνÞ
þ−

¼ −NðνÞ
1

ffiffi
2
3

q
φðνÞ
1

−1=2 −1 ψþðνÞ
−− ¼ 0 ψ−ðνÞ

−− ¼ NðνÞ
1

ffiffi
2
3

q
ðp1þip2

xM ÞφðνÞ
2

TABLE II. Values of coefficients, normalization constants N2
i ,

and model parameters corresponding to both u and d quarks.

Parameter

ν u d

C2
S 1.3872 0

C2
V 0.6128 0

C2
VV 0 1

NS 2.0191 0
Nν

0 3.2050 5.9423

Nν
1 0.9895 1.1616

aν1 0.280� 0.001 0.5850� 0.0003
bν1 0.1716� 0.0051 0.7000� 0.0002
aν2 0.84� 0.02 0.9434þ0.0017

−0.0013
bν2 0.2284� 0.0035 0.64þ0.0082

−0.0022
δν 1 1

FIG. 2. Visualization of the GPDs-linked DVCS process
involving a virtual photon and proton, γ� þ Pi → γ� þ Pf .
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apply the symmetric frame kinematics that has been adopted in Ref. [136].
By substituting the expression of the scalar diquark and vector diquark Fock states, Eqs. (4) and (5), into the proton state

Eq. (1) within the GPD correlator, Eq. (9), one can get the GPD correlator for the scalar and vector diquark parts as an
overlap of LFWFs, shown in Table I as

Fν½Γ�ðSÞ
½ΛNiΛNf �ðx;Δ2⊥Þ ¼

Z
C2
S

16π3
X
λqi

X
λqf

ψΛNf †
λqf

�
x;p⊥ þ ð1 − xÞΔ⊥

2

�
ψΛNi

λqi

�
x;p⊥ − ð1 − xÞΔ⊥

2

�

×
u†
λqf
ðxPþ;p⊥ þ Δ⊥

2
Þγ0Γuλqi ðxPþ;p⊥ − Δ⊥

2
Þ

2xPþ d2p⊥; ð10Þ

Fν½Γ�ðAÞ
½ΛNiΛNf �ðx;Δ2⊥Þ ¼

Z
C2
A

16π3
X
λqi

X
λqf

X
λD

ψΛNf †
λqf λD

�
x;p⊥ þ ð1 − xÞΔ⊥

2

�
ψΛNi

λqiλD

�
x;p⊥ − ð1 − xÞΔ⊥

2

�

×
u†
λqf

ðxPþ;p⊥ þ Δ⊥
2
Þγ0Γuλqi ðxPþ;p⊥ − Δ⊥

2
Þ

2xPþ d2p⊥; ð11Þ

whereCA ¼ CV; CVV for the u and d quarks, respectively. The spinor product u†
λqf
ðxPþ;p⊥ þ Δ⊥

2
Þ γ0Γuλqi ðxPþ;p⊥ − Δ⊥

2
Þ is

associated with the twist-3 Dirac matrices. References [125,126] provide a comprehensive discussion of the various Dirac
spinor configurations. Here, λqi and λqf stand for initial and final states of the quark helicity, respectively. Moreover, for the
vector diquark, there is an extra summation over the diquark helicity λD.
Following Ref. [147], the GPDs connected to the twist-3 Dirac matrices γj and γjγ5 can be parametrized as

F½γj�
½ΛNiΛNf � ¼

M
2ðPþÞ2 ūðP

f;ΛNfÞ
�
iσþjH2Tðx;Δ2⊥Þ þ

γþΔj
⊥ − Δþγj

2M
E2Tðx;Δ2⊥Þ

þ PþΔj
⊥ − ΔþPj

⊥
M2

H̃2Tðx;Δ2⊥Þ þ
γþPj

⊥ − Pþγj

M
Ẽ2Tðx;Δ2⊥Þ

�
uðPi;ΛNiÞ; ð12Þ

F½γjγ5�
½ΛNiΛNf � ¼ −

iεij⊥M
2ðPþÞ2 ūðP

f;ΛNfÞ
�
iσþiH0

2Tðx;Δ2⊥Þ þ
γþΔi⊥ − Δþγi

2M
E0
2Tðx;Δ2⊥Þ

þ PþΔi⊥ − ΔþPi⊥
M2

H̃0
2Tðx;Δ2⊥Þ þ

γþPi⊥ − Pþγi

M
Ẽ0
2Tðx;Δ2⊥Þ

�
uðPi;ΛNiÞ: ð13Þ

Here, the chiral-even GPDs are represented by functions of
the form Xðx;Δ2⊥Þ, which are eight in number. In the above
expressions, we have used the relation σþΔ ¼ σþiΔi for
transverse direction index i, whereas other notations have
their usual meanings.

IV. EXPRESSIONS OF TWIST-3
CHIRAL-EVEN GPDS

To derive the expressions of the twist-3 chiral-even
GPDs for each kind of diquark, we have substituted the
proton state, Eq. (1), with proper polarization in the
correlator, Eq. (9), via scalar and vector diquark Fock
states from Eqs. (4) and (5), respectively. One can obtain
certain twist-3 chiral-even GPDs by choosing the matrix
structure Γ ¼ γj from Eq. (12):

iΔ2⊥
Pþ Ẽν

2T ¼Δy

�
Fν½γ1�
½þþ�−Fν½γ1�

½−−�
�
−Δx

�
Fν½γ2�
½þþ�−Fν½γ2�

½−−�
�
; ð14Þ

−2iMΔ2⊥
Pþ Hν

2T ¼ ðΔxþ iΔyÞ
�
ΔyF

ν½γ1�
½−þ� −ΔxF

ν½γ2�
½−þ�

�
þðΔx− iΔyÞ

�
ΔyF

ν½γ1�
½þ−� −ΔxF

ν½γ2�
½þ−�

�
; ð15Þ

4M2Hν
2T þ H̃ν

2TΔ2⊥
MPþ ¼

�
Fν½γ1�
½−þ� −Fν½γ1�

½þ−�
�
þ i

�
Fν½γ2�
½−þ� þFν½γ2�

½þ−�
�
;

ð16Þ

2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥ÞẼν
2T þ ðEν

2T þ 2H̃ν
2TÞΔ2⊥

Pþ

¼ Δx

�
Fν½γ1�
½þþ� þ Fν½γ1�

½−−�
�
þ Δy

�
Fν½γ2�
½þþ� þ Fν½γ2�

½−−�
�
: ð17Þ
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Similarly, for the matrix structure Γ ¼ γjγ5, we have
obtained the following equations:

Δ2⊥
Pþ Ẽ0ν

2T ¼ Δx

�
Fν½γ1γ5�
½þþ� − Fν½γ1γ5�

½−−�
�
þ Δy

�
Fν½γ2γ5�
½þþ� − Fν½γ2γ5�

½−−�
�
;

ð18Þ

2MΔ2⊥
Pþ H0ν

2T ¼ ðΔx þ iΔyÞ
�
ΔxF

ν½γ1γ5�
½−þ� þ ΔyF

ν½γ2γ5�
½−þ�

�
þ ðΔx − iΔyÞ

�
ΔxF

ν½γ1γ5�
½þ−� ΔyF

ν½γ2γ5�
½þ−�

�
; ð19Þ

4M2H0ν
2T þ H̃0ν

2TΔ2⊥
MPþ ¼

�
Fν½γ1γ5�
½−þ� þ Fν½γ1γ5�

½þ−�
�

þ i
�
Fν½γ2γ5�
½−þ� − Fν½γ2γ5�

½þ−�
�
; ð20Þ

i
2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥ÞẼ0ν

2T þ ðE0ν
2T þ 2H̃0ν

2TÞΔ2⊥
Pþ

¼ Δy

�
Fν½γ1γ5�
½þþ� þ Fν½γ1γ5�

½−−�
�
− Δx

�
Fν½γ2γ5�
½þþ� þ Fν½γ2γ5�

½−−�
�
: ð21Þ

We define

TðνÞ
ij ðx;p⊥;Δ⊥Þ ¼ φðνÞ†

i

�
x;p⊥ þ ð1 − xÞΔ⊥

2

�

× φðνÞ
j

�
x;p⊥ − ð1 − xÞΔ⊥

2

�
; ð22Þ

where, i; j ¼ 1; 2. By using the wave function from Eq. (6)
with the aforementioned equation, one may infer

TðνÞ
ij ðx;p⊥;Δ⊥Þ ¼ TðνÞ

ji ðx;p⊥;Δ⊥Þ; ð23Þ

φðνÞ†
i

�
x;p⊥ þ ð1 − xÞΔ⊥

2

�
¼ φðνÞ

i

�
x;p⊥ þ ð1 − xÞΔ⊥

2

�
:

ð24Þ

For the twist-3 Dirac matrix structure, the chiral-even GPD
expressions for both diquark possibilities can be written as

xẼνðSÞ
2T ¼

Z
C2
SN

2
s

16π3

�
−Tν

11 þ
��

p2⊥ − ð1 − xÞ2Δ
2⊥
4

�
− 2

�
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�
ð1 − xÞ

�
Tν
22

x2M2

�
d2p⊥; ð25Þ

xẼνðAÞ
2T ¼

Z
C2
A

16π3

�
1

3
jNν

0j2 −
2

3
jNν

1j2
��

−Tν
11 þ

��
p2⊥ − ð1− xÞ2Δ

2⊥
4

�
− 2

�
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − ðp⊥ ·Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�
ð1− xÞ

�
Tν
22

x2M2

�
d2p⊥;

ð26Þ

xH0νðSÞ
2T ¼

Z
C2
SN

2
s

16π3
1

M

�
mTν

11 þ 2
ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥
Tν
12

xM
−m

��
2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2 − p2⊥Δ2⊥

Δ2⊥

�
− ð1 − xÞ2 Δ

2⊥
4

�
Tν
22

x2M2

�
d2p⊥; ð27Þ

xH0νðAÞ
2T ¼

Z
−

C2
A

16π3

�
1

3
jNν

0j2
�

1

M

�
mTν

11 þ 2
ðp⊥ ·Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥
Tν
12

xM
−m

��
2ðp⊥ ·Δ⊥Þ2 − p2⊥Δ2⊥

Δ2⊥

�
− ð1− xÞ2Δ

2⊥
4

�
Tν
22

x2M2

�
d2p⊥;

ð28Þ

xH̃0νðSÞ
2T ¼

Z
C2
SN

2
s

4π3
M
Δ2⊥

���
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − 2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�
þ ð1 − xÞΔ

2⊥
4

�
Tν
12

xM
−m

��
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − 2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�

þ ð1 − xÞ2 Δ
2⊥
4

�
Tν
22

x2M2

�
d2p⊥; ð29Þ

xH̃0νðAÞ
2T ¼

Z
−
C2
A

4π3

�
1

3
jNν

0j2
�

M
Δ2⊥

���
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − 2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�
þ ð1 − xÞΔ

2⊥
4

�
Tν
12

xM
−m

��
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − 2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�

þ ð1 − xÞ2Δ
2⊥
4

�
Tν
22

x2M2

�
d2p⊥; ð30Þ
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xE0νðSÞ
2T ¼

Z
C2
SN

2
s

4π3

�
−Tν

11 þ 2mð1 − xÞ T
ν
12

xM
þ 2

�
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�
Tν
22

x2M2
−
�
p2⊥ − ð1 − xÞ2Δ

2⊥
4

�
Tν
22

x2M2

�

− 2

Z
C2
SN

2
s

4π3
M
Δ2⊥

���
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − 2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�
þ ð1 − xÞΔ

2⊥
4

�
Tν
12

xM
−m

��
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − 2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�

þ ð1 − xÞ2Δ
2⊥
4

�
Tν
22

x2M2

�
d2p⊥; ð31Þ

xE0νðAÞ
2T ¼

Z
C2
A

4π3

�
1

3
jNν

0j2 þ
2

3
jNν

1j2
��

−Tν
11 þ 2mð1 − xÞT

ν
12

xM
þ 2

�
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�
Tν
22

x2M2

−
�
p2⊥ − ð1 − xÞ2Δ

2⊥
4

�
Tν
22

x2M2

�
þ 2

Z
C2
A

4π3

�
1

3
jNν

0j2
�

M
Δ2⊥

���
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − 2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�
þ ð1 − xÞΔ

2⊥
4

�
Tν
12

xM

−m

��
p2⊥Δ2⊥ − 2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2

Δ2⊥

�
þ ð1 − xÞ2 Δ

2⊥
4

�
Tν
22

x2M2

�
d2p⊥: ð32Þ

It should be noted that GPDs xEν
2T , xH

ν
2T , and xH̃ν

2T con-
cerned with matrix structure γj and xẼ0ν

2T concerning the
matrix structure γjγ5 were found to vanish in our calculation.
This result is in line with the basis light-front quantization
(BLFQ) findings [148]. Also, the lattice QCD computation
of twist-3 chiral-even axial-vector GPD xẼ0ν

2T comes out to
be 0, which is in sync with our calculations [149].

V. RELATION WITH TWIST-3 GTMDS

Understanding the GTMD correlator structure and its
parametrization equations is necessary to ascertain the
relationship between GPDs and GTMDs. The GPD

correlator for zero skewness Fν½Γ�
½ΛNiΛNf �ðx;Δ2⊥Þ can be

expressed in terms of the fully unintegrated quark-quark

GTMD correlator Wν½Γ�
½ΛNiΛNf �ðx;p2⊥;Δ2⊥;p⊥ · Δ⊥Þ as [147]

Fν½Γ�
½ΛNiΛNf �ðx;Δ2⊥Þ ¼

Z
d2p⊥W

ν½Γ�
½ΛNiΛNf �ðx;p2⊥;Δ2⊥;p⊥ · Δ⊥Þ:

ð33Þ

According to Ref. [147], the quark GTMDs can
be presented for different Dirac matrix structure values
Γ ¼ γj and γjγ5 as

W½γj�
½ΛNiΛNf � ¼

1

2Pþ ūðPf;ΛNfÞ
�
pj
⊥
M

F2;1 þ
Δj

⊥
M

F2;2 þ
Miσjþ

Pþ F2;3 þ
pj
⊥iσρþp

ρ
⊥

MPþ F2;4 þ
Δj

⊥iσρþp
ρ
⊥

MPþ F2;5 þ
Δj

⊥iσρþΔ
ρ
⊥

MPþ F2;6

þ pi⊥iσij
M

F2;7 þ
Δi⊥iσij
M

F2;8

�
uðPi;ΛNiÞ; ð34Þ

W½γjγ5�
½ΛNiΛNf � ¼

1

2Pþ ūðPf;ΛNfÞ
�
−
iεij⊥pi⊥
M

G2;1 −
iεij⊥Δi⊥
M

G2;2 þ
Miσjþγ5

Pþ G2;3 þ
pj
⊥iσρþγ5p

ρ
⊥

MPþ G2;4 þ
Δj

⊥iσρþγ5p
ρ
⊥

MPþ G2;5

þ Δj
⊥iσρþγ5Δ

ρ
⊥

MPþ G2;6 þ
pj
⊥iσþ−γ5
M

G2;7 þ
Δj

⊥iσþ−γ5
M

G2;8

�
uðPi;ΛNiÞ: ð35Þ

On solving the twist-3 GTMD parametrization parallel to the Eqs. (14) to (17), we get the following relations for Dirac
matrix structure γj:

iPþ

Δ2⊥
ðΔyðWν½γ1�

½þþ� −Wν½γ1�
½−−�Þ − ΔxðWν½γ2�

½þþ� −Wν½γ2�
½−−�ÞÞ ¼ 2

�
p⊥ · Δ⊥
Δ2⊥

F2;7 þ F2;8

�
; ð36Þ

iPþ

2MΔ2⊥
ððΔx þ iΔyÞðΔyW

ν½γ1�
½−þ� −ΔxW

ν½γ2�
½−þ�Þ ¼

"
−F2;3 þ ðΔx − iΔyÞðΔyW

ν½γ1�
½þ−� −ΔxW

ν½γ2�
½þ−�ÞÞ þ

ðp⊥ ·Δ⊥Þ2 − p2⊥Δ2⊥
M2Δ2⊥

F2;4

#
;

ð37Þ
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MPþ
��

Wν½γ1�
½−þ� −Wν½γ1�

½þ−�
�
þ i

�
Wν½γ2�

½−þ� þWν½γ2�
½þ−�

��
¼ ½ðp⊥ · Δ⊥ÞF2;1 þ Δ2⊥F2;2 − 4M2F2;3 − p2⊥F2;4

− 2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥ÞF2;5 − 2Δ2⊥F2;6�; ð38Þ

Pþ
�
Δx

�
Wν½γ1�

½þþ� þWν½γ1�
½−−�

�
þ Δy

�
Wν½γ2�

½þþ� þWν½γ2�
½−−�

��
¼ 2½ðp⊥ · Δ⊥ÞF2;1 þ Δ2⊥F2;2�: ð39Þ

Similarly, from Eqs. (18) to (21) for the Dirac matrix structure Γ ¼ γjγ5 we get

Pþ

Δ2⊥

�
Δx

�
Wν½γ1γ5�

½þþ� −Wν½γ1γ5�
½−−�

�
þ Δy

�
Wν½γ2γ5�

½þþ� −Wν½γ2γ5�
½−−�

��
¼ 4

�
p⊥ · Δ⊥
Δ2⊥

G2;7 þ G2;8

�
; ð40Þ

Pþ

2MΔ2⊥

�
ðΔx þ iΔyÞ

�
ΔxW

ν½γ1γ5�
½−þ� þ ΔyW

ν½γ2γ5�
½−þ�

�
¼

�
G2;3 þ

Δ2⊥
M2

�ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2
Δ4⊥

G2;4 þ ðΔx − iΔyÞ
�
ΔxW

ν½γ1γ5�
½þ−� ΔyW

ν½γ2γ5�
½þ−�

��

þ ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ
Δ2⊥

G2;5 þG2;6

��
; ð41Þ

MPþ
��

Wν½γ1γ5�
½−þ� −Wν½γ1γ5�

½þ−�
�
þ i

�
Wν½γ2γ5�

½−þ� −Wν½γ2γ5�
½þ−�

��
¼ ½ðp⊥ · Δ⊥ÞG2;1 þ Δ2⊥G2;2 − 4M2G2;3 þ 2p2⊥G2;4

þ 2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥ÞG2;5 þ 2Δ2⊥G2;6�; ð42Þ

Pþ
�
Δy

�
Wν½γ1γ5�

½þþ� þWν½γ1γ5�
½−−�

�
− Δx

�
Wν½γ2γ5�

½þþ� þWν½γ2γ5�
½−−�

��
¼ 2i½ðp⊥ · Δ⊥ÞG2;1 þ Δ2⊥G2;2�: ð43Þ

To obtain the GPD relations with GTMDs, we have compared Eqs. (14) to (21) with Eqs. (36) to (43) via the use of Eq. (33):

H2Tðx; ξ; tÞ ¼
Z

d2p⊥
�
−F2;3 þ

ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2 − p2⊥Δ2⊥
M2Δ2⊥

F2;4

�
; ð44Þ

E2Tðx; ξ; tÞ ¼
Z

d2p⊥
�
4

�
2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2 − p2⊥Δ2⊥

ðΔ2⊥Þ2
F2;4 þ

ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ
Δ2⊥

F2;5 þ F2;6

�
− 4

�ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2
Δ2⊥

F2;7 þ ðp⊥ · Δ⊥ÞF2;8

��
ð45Þ

H̃2Tðx; ξ; tÞ ¼
Z

d2p⊥
��ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ

Δ2⊥
F2;1 þ F2;2

�
− 2

�
2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2 − p2⊥Δ2⊥

ðΔ2⊥Þ2
F2;4 þ

p⊥ · Δ⊥
Δ2⊥

F2;5 þ F2;6

��
; ð46Þ

Ẽ2Tðx; ξ; tÞ ¼
Z

d2p⊥
�
−2

�ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ
Δ2⊥

F2;7 þ F2;8

��
; ð47Þ

H0
2Tðx; ξ; tÞ ¼

Z
d2p⊥

�
G2;3 þ

Δ2⊥
M2

�ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2
ðΔ2⊥Þ2

G2;4 þ
p⊥ · Δ⊥
Δ2⊥

G2;5 þ G2;6

��
ð48Þ

E0
2Tðx; ξ; tÞ ¼

Z
d2p⊥

�
4

�
2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2 − p2⊥Δ2⊥

ðΔ2⊥Þ2
G2;4 þ

p⊥ · Δ⊥
Δ2⊥

G2;5 þ G2;6

��
ð49Þ

H̃0
2Tðx; ξ; tÞ ¼

Z
d2p⊥

��
p⊥ · Δ⊥
Δ2⊥

G2;1 þG2;2

�
− 2

�
2ðp⊥ · Δ⊥Þ2 − p2⊥Δ2⊥

ðΔ2⊥Þ2
G2;4 þ

p⊥ · Δ⊥
Δ2⊥

G2;5 þ G2;6

��
; ð50Þ

Ẽ0
2Tðx; ξ; tÞ ¼

Z
d2p⊥

�
4

�
p⊥ · Δ⊥
Δ2⊥

G2;7 þ G2;8

��
: ð51Þ
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The twist-3 GPD-GTMD relations mentioned above have
been satisfied by our calculations, similar to those that have
been suggested in Ref. [147]. Contrary to that, in our
exploration, we find that the relation given in Eqs. (45)
and (51) is not followed. In the Eq. (45) relation, the
GTMDs F2;7 and F2;8 appear whose contribution was
found to be negligible while for the relation given in
Eq. (51) a factor of 2 gets multiplied to the right-hand side.

VI. RELATION WITH TWIST-3 TMDS

By the application of zero momentum transfer limit on
GTMDs G2;3 and G2;4, we can get the twist-3 TMDs
g0Tðx;p2⊥Þ and g⊥T ðx;p2⊥Þ sequentially. So, for Δ⊥ ¼ 0

Eq. (48) is reduced to the following relation:

H0
2Tðx;0;0Þ¼

Z
d2p⊥

�
Ge

2;3ðx;0;p2⊥;0;0Þ

þ p2⊥
2M2

Ge
2;4ðx;0;p2⊥;0;0Þ

�

¼
Z

d2p⊥
�
g0Tðx;p2⊥Þþ

p2⊥
2M2

g⊥T ðx;p2⊥Þ
�
: ð52Þ

This relation can also be written as gTðxÞ ¼
limΔ→0H0

2Tðx; 0;−tÞ, where gTðxÞ is the PDF obtained
from the concerned TMD and has also been verified for
BLFQ in Ref. [148].

VII. DISCUSSION

This section presents the numerical results for twist-3
chiral-even GPDs of the proton in the LFQDM, focusing on
the Dirac matrix structures γj and γjγ5 at zero skewness.
The discussion encompasses the twist-3 chiral-even GPDs,
the twist-3 IPDPDFs, and the twist-3 FFs in the following
subsections.

A. GPDs

Twist-3 chiral-even GPDs have been analyzed using both
2D and 3D plots. The 2D plots illustrate the variation of
GPDs with respect to one variable while keeping the other
variable fixed. In contrast, the 3D plots depict simultaneous
changes in GPDs concerning the variables x and Δ⊥. The
twist-3 chiral-even GPD xẼν

2T , concerning the matrix
structure γj, has been plotted against x and Δ⊥ for the
active u and d quarks in Fig. 3. The peaks of xẼν

2T for active
u and d quarks were found to exist in the low momentum
transfer region, due to the occurrence of Δ⊥ in the
denominator of Eqs. (25) and (26). This feature of the
GPD matches the findings in Ref. [148]. The maxima of the
plots for active u and d quarks were found around x ¼ 0.3,
suggesting the equal distribution of longitudinal momentum
fraction x among each of the three valence quarks of the
proton. This GPD comprises only S wave (Lz ¼ 0). It was

observed that the T11 term corresponds to the parallel spins
of the active quark, and the parent proton contributes
negatively, while for the antiparallel alignment, the T22

term contributes both negatively and positively to the
distribution.
Now we refer to the GPDs connected with the matrix

structure γjγ5, which are xH0ν
2T , xH̃

0ν
2T , and xE0ν

2T . These
GPDs have been plotted in Fig. 3 for both the possible
flavors of struck quark. Observations indicate that the GPD
xH0ν

2T peaks at lower values of Δ⊥, and when switching the
active quark flavor from u to d, the peak of the distribution
shifts slightly toward higher x. This GPD contains S-wave
states from the T11 term, a P-wave state (with Lz ¼ 1) from
the T12 term, and aD-wave state (with Lz ¼ 2) from the T22

term. From Eqs. (27) and (28), it is evident that the S-wave
and P-wave contribute positively, while the D-wave con-
tributes negatively to the distribution. The GPD xH̃0ν

2T is
plotted in Figs. 3(e) and 3(f) for the u and d quarks,
respectively. Similar to xH0ν

2T , this GPD also shows maxima
at low values of x and Δ⊥. Notably, the sign of the
amplitude for the active u quark distribution is positive,
whereas for the active d quark distribution, it is negative.
From Eqs. (29) and (30), it can be seen that xH̃0ν

2T consists of
a P-wave state from the T12 term and a D-wave state from
the T22 term, both of which contribute oppositely to the
GPD. Finally, the GPD xE0ν

2T is represented in Figs. 3(g) and
3(h) for both active quark flavors ν. The plots reveal
significant similarities between xẼν

2T and xH̃0ν
2T . From the

overlap form of this GPD, it is observed that this GPD
consists of other axial-vector GPDs as well. Apart from the
S-wave, which only makes a negative contribution to the
GPD, the P-wave and D-waves make both positive and
negative contributions.
To gain a better understanding of twist-3 chiral-even

GPDs xẼν
2T , xH

0ν
2T , xH̃

0ν
2T , and xE0ν

2T , we have investigated
their behavior in relation to the longitudinal momentum
fraction x at various fixed transverse momentum transfer
values Δ⊥ for both active quark flavors (ν ¼ u; d). The key
observations from Fig. 4 include that xẼν

2T increases as the
longitudinal momentum fraction x increases, and after
attaining a maximum value, it decreases for higher values
of x at different values of Δ⊥. The maxima of each GPD
shifts toward higher x as the transverse momentum transfer
Δ⊥ is increased. In all GPDs, at very high values of x, the
curves corresponding to the different values of Δ⊥ merge
with each other. This suggests that at very high x, the
momentum transfer Δ⊥ becomes ineffective for both u and
d active quark flavors. We also plot the GPDs in relation to
Δ⊥ for different values of x for both active quark flavors u
and d. From Fig. 5, it is apparent that all the GPDs follow a
similar trend. As x increases to high values, the peak of the
distributions becomes broader, suggesting that the contri-
butions to higher Δ⊥ come from high values of x.
Conversely, for low values of x, such as 0.25, the plots
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become sharp, and negligible contributions are seen for high
values of Δ⊥.

B. Impact parameter dependent parton distributions

A distinct viewpoint on the spatial parton distribution
within hadrons is offered by the impact parameter space
GPDs, also known as IPDPDFs [150]. These distributions
offer an additional viewpoint on the spatial distribution of

partons within hadrons by describing the probability
amplitude of locating a parton at a certain transverse
distance b⊥ from the hadron center. The Fourier transform
is carried out in Δ⊥ to produce IPDPDFs as [124]

X νðx;b⊥Þ ¼
1

ð2πÞ2
Z

d2Δ⊥e−ib⊥·Δ⊥Xνðx;Δ2⊥Þ: ð53Þ

FIG. 3. Plots of the chiral-even twist-3 GPDs xẼν
2T , xH

0ν
2T , xH̃

0ν
2T , and xE0ν

2T are shown against x and Δ2⊥. Figures (a), (c), (e), and (g)
represent the active u quark distributions whereas (b), (d), (f), and (h) represent active d quark distributions.
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Here, Xνðx;Δ2⊥Þ and X νðx;b⊥Þ denote the corresponding
GPD and IPDPDF sequentially. We have plotted twist-3
IPDPDFs (xẼν

2T , xH
0ν
2T , xH̃

0ν
2T , and xE0ν

2T) in Fig. 6 for both
the possibilities of the active quark flavor being u or d.
IPDPDF xẼν

2T has been plotted in Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), which
shows that xẼν

2T has a high probability of being concen-
trated toward the center of momentum (COM) line and as
the longitudinal momentum fraction x is increased the peak
of distribution for active u becomes more negative and

approaches zero for higher values of b⊥ while for active d
quark distribution, the maximum peak is observed for the
longitudinal momentum fraction being about 0.5. Plots in
Figs. 6(c) and 6(d) show that the sign of the amplitude of
the distribution reverses on the change of active quark
flavor for the polarization configuration corresponding to
IPDPD xH0ν

2T . For active d quark, the distribution corre-
sponding to xH0ν

2T is similar to that of xẼν
2T , keeping

magnitude aside. In Figs. 6(e) and 6(f), IPDPDF ˜xH0ν
2T

FIG. 4. The chiral-even twist-3 GPDs xẼν
2T , xH

0ν
2T , xH̃

0ν
2T , and xE

0ν
2T plotted with respect to x at various fixed values of Δ⊥. Figures (a),

(c), (e), and (g) represent the active u quark distributions whereas (b), (d), (f), and (h) represent active d quark distributions.

DECIPHERING TWIST-3 CHIRAL-EVEN GPDS IN THE LIGHT- … PHYS. REV. D 110, 094030 (2024)

094030-11



is plotted for each active quark flavor. While considering
the behavior of distribution along the longitudinal momen-
tum fraction x, plots of xH̃0ν

2T show the most distinct trend
from the remaining distributions in a sense that the lines
corresponding to different x are not tangled. Furthermore, it
has been noted that when x decreases, the distribution’s
magnitude grows for both active quark flavors (ν ¼ u; d).
For the IPDPDF xE0ν

2T, the plots corresponding to this
distribution are found to be remarkably similar in trend to

those of xẼν
2T , although they differ in amplitude. Another

distinction is that the plots for xẼν
2T exhibit the same

polarity for different flavors of the active quark, whereas
xE0ν

2T does not. To provide a clearer understanding of the
possibility of the active quark being near the COM, we
have depicted the distributions using contour plots in Fig. 7,
where GPDs are shown as functions of the transverse
coordinates bx and by. These plots allow us to visualize the
spatial distribution of quarks within the hadron, giving us

FIG. 5. The chiral-even twist-3 GPDs xẼν
2T , xH

0ν
2T , xH̃

0ν
2T , and xE

0ν
2T plotted with respect to Δ2⊥ at various fixed values of x. Figures (a),

(c), (e), and (g) represent the active u quark distributions whereas (b), (d), (f), and (h) represent active d quark distributions.
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insights into how the quark density varies in the trans-
verse plane. Here the circular symmetry observed in Fig. 7
with respect to variables bx and by arises because of the
equal contribution of these variables to the GPD expres-
sions. In certain scenarios, particularly when specific
directions are emphasized in the definition of the distri-
butions, for instance in spin densities, noncircular sym-
metry can appear when transverse directions are weighted
differently [137].

C. Form factors

In Fig. 8, we have plotted the twist-3 FFs (xẼν
2T , xH

0ν
2T ,

xH̃0ν
2T , and xE

0ν
2T) obtained by integrating twist-3 chiral-even

GPDs over the longitudnal momentum fraction x. At first
glance, the magnitude of all the FF plots appears to
exponentially approach zero when the transverse momen-
tum transfer to the proton square ðΔ2⊥Þ reaches higher
values. This exponential trend underscores the strong
suppression of quark distributions at higher transverse

FIG. 6. The twist-3 IPDPDFs xẼν
2T , xH

0ν
2T , xH̃

0ν
2T , and xE

0ν
2T plotted with respect to b⊥ at various fixed values of x. Figures (a), (c), (e),

and (g) represent the active u quark distributions whereas (b), (d), (f), and (h) represent active d quark distributions.
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momentum transfers, highlighting the intricate spatial
configuration of the proton’s internal structure.
In contrast to twist-2 FFs, which are well established

and possess a robust probabilistic interpretation, the

exploration and theoretical understanding of twist-3 FFs
remain relatively underdeveloped. Our goal is to compare
our findings with those obtained for lower-twist FFs, as
discussed in Ref. [137]. However, it is important to note

FIG. 7. The twist-3 IPDPDFs xẼν
2T , xH

0ν
2T , xH̃

0ν
2T , and xE0ν

2T plotted with respect to bx and by at various fixed values of x ¼ 0.25.
Figures (a), (c), (e), and (g) represent the active u quark distributions whereas (b), (d), (f), and (h) represent active d quark distributions.
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that the chiral-even GPDs at twist-2 have different para-
metrization structures compared to those at twist-3, as
highlighted in Ref. [147]. This structural difference
complicates direct comparisons between twist-2 and
twist-3 FFs, unlike the more straightforward relationship
between twist-2 and twist-4 GPDs, where each lower-twist
GPD has a higher-twist counterpart [147]. For complete-
ness, we compare our twist-3 FF results with those of the
leading-twist (twist-2) FFs in Fig. 9. For plotting pur-
poses, we address the singularity at x ¼ 0 by multiplying

all FFs by x. To facilitate comparison, we plot the
twist-2 FFs xEν (xHν) alongside all nonzero twist-3
FFs, including xẼν

2T , xE0ν
2T (xH0ν

2T , xH̃0ν
2T). As seen in

Fig. 9, the twist-2 FFs xEν and xHν exhibit trends similar
to those of the twist-3 FFs. Notably, both twist-2
and twist-3 FFs share the same polarity for the active u
quark distributions. However, this is not the case for the
active d quark distributions, where a negative sign has
been introduced with some FFs to emphasize their
differences.

FIG. 8. The twist-3 FFs xẼν
2T , xH

0ν
2T , xH̃

0ν
2T , and xE0ν

2T plotted with respect to Δ2⊥. Figures (a), (c), (e), and (g) represent the active u
quark distributions whereas (b), (d), (f), and (h) represent active d quark distributions.
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VIII. CONCLUSION

In our study of twist-3 chiral-even GPDs within the
LFQDM, we have derived the expressions for the con-
cerned GPDs by solving the appropriate parametrization
equations. Using the light-front wave functions (LFWFs)
for both scalar and vector diquark configurations, we have
obtained the GPDs for both possible cases of diquarks.
Explicit equations were derived for the scenarios where the
active quark flavor is either u or d. We have utilized the
relationship between the GTMD correlator and the GPD
correlator to establish the connection between twist-3
chiral-even GPDs and twist-3 GTMDs. Most of these
relations are consistent with those presented in
Ref. [147]. Some of our results are also in agreement with
findings from the BLFQ approach [148] and the lattice
QCD [149]. We have done a detailed discussion on twist-3
GPDs, IPDPDFs, and FFs by employing 2D and 3D plots
to illustrate the variation of these expressions with respect
to the kinematic variables, providing a comprehensive
understanding of their behavior.
The discovery of exclusive reactions involving GPDs is

about to enter a new era with the arrival of the Electron-Ion
Collider (EIC) at Brookhaven National Laboratory. With its
cutting-edge capabilities, the EIC is poised to deliver

unprecedented precision in experimental data, enabling a
thorough examination of the strong force and the refine-
ment of existing GPD models. By enhancing lattice QCD
calculations and developing sophisticated phenomenologi-
cal models, we can better interpret the plethora of data from
such advanced experiments. GPDs have already broadened
our understanding of proton structure, and the precise data
provided by these advanced tools will enable us to gain
deeper insights into the complexities of the strong force
and assess the limitations of current GPD models. Future
theoretical works on GPDs, such as calculating nonzero
skewness distributions with the inclusion of higher Fock
states across different proton polarizations, will be crucial
to support these experimental developments. In the future,
it would be fascinating to explore model-independent
calculations of these higher twist distributions, especially
in the low-x regime.
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