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Generalized parton distributions of the pion in partially-quenched chiral perturbation theory
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We consider the pion matrix elements of the isoscalar and isovector combinations of the vector and
tensor twist-two operators that determine the moments of the various pion generalized parton distribu-
tions. Our analysis is performed using partially-quenched chiral perturbation theory. We work in the SU(2)
and SU(4|2) theories and present our results at infinite volume and also at finite volume where some
subtleties arise. These results are useful for extrapolations of lattice calculations of these matrix elements
at small momentum transfer to the physical regime.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.75.074003

L. INTRODUCTION

Generalized parton distributions (GPDs) [1-4] provide a
uniquely detailed view of the structure of hadrons, unifying
the information encoded in form-factors and parton distri-
butions, and supplementing both. Ongoing experiments at
DESY [5-7] and Jefferson Lab [8] (see Refs. [9,10] for
recent reviews) seek to learn about these fundamental
quantities in deeply-virtual Compton scattering (DVCS)
and related processes. Aspects of GPDs are also being
investigated in QCD and phenomenological models.
Since GPDs encode long distance hadronic structure,
QCD analyses of them are necessarily based on nonper-
turbative methods such as lattice QCD. These examina-
tions are complementary to the experimental efforts in that
different facets of the GPDs can be accessed. Most experi-
mental efforts are focused on the proton and either measure
the GPDs at constrained kinematics (through polarization
observables) or measure integrals of the GPDs (through
DVCS cross-sections). Lattice QCD analyses are based on
the operator product expansion and lead to information on
the lowest few Mellin moments of the GPDs which corre-
spond to nonforward matrix elements of twist-two opera-
tors. Again most studies focus on the proton [11-14], but
the GPDs of other hadrons are equally accessible in the
lattice approach (unlike in experiment). In particular, re-
cent studies by the QCDSF collaboration [15] have inves-
tigated the GPDs of the pion.

Here we investigate the vector and tensor GPDs of the
pions from the point of view of chiral perturbation theory
applied to lattice QCD, studying the quark mass and lattice
volume dependence of the meson matrix elements of twist-
two operators. Related studies of the vector GPD pion
matrix elements have been presented in Ref. [16-21],
however we extend those results to partially-quenched
chiral perturbation theory (appropriate for lattice calcula-
tions with differing sea- and valence- quark masses). We
also consider the tensor twist-two operators (also treated
recently in Ref. [22]) and include the effects of the finite
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volume to which lattice simulations are necessarily re-
stricted (the Lorentz noninvariance of the lattice boundary
conditions introduces some novel issues in the resulting
extrapolation that we highlight). The finite volume calcu-
lations in partially-quenched chiral perturbation theory are
particularly relevant to the ongoing lattice calculations
reported in Ref. [15] (see [23] for earlier work in the
forward limit).

In the following section we provide our notation and
conventions for the pion GPDs and twist-two matrix ele-
ments. In Sec. III we turn to the effective field theory
description of these objects before presenting our infinite
volume results in Sec. IV, their finite volume analogues in
Sec. V, and a concluding discussion in Sec. VI. Various
aspects of the finite volume forms are relegated to the
Appendix.

II. GENERALIZED PARTON DISTRIBUTION OF
THE PION

A. Pion GPDs

The generalized parton distributions of the pions (here
we restrict our discussion to SU(2)) are defined by matrix
elements of light-cone separated bi-local -currents.
Specifically, the vector GPDs HA, and the tensor GPDs,
E%, are given by

<wf<p/)|¢(—§n)m : w(gn)wp»
= ﬂ] dye Y PHA(y & Nu - Pulrit77], (1)
and
<wi<p'>|&(—gn)r%wurpw(gn)wp»
= f_ll dye Y PEA(y & Du - Pr- Aulrird7],  (2)

respectively (for simplicity, we have suppressed the gauge
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links that render these matrix elements gauge invariant).
Here the average four momentum of the incoming and
outgoing pion states is P = 1(p + p’) and the momentum
transfer is A = p’ — p, u is a lightlike vector («> = 0) and
ris transverse (r - u = r - P = 0). The GPDs are functions
of the three variables y, £ = — 2‘%—, and t = A?. Finally,
74 = (1, 74) for QCD.

B. Twist-two operators

As is evident from the forms of the GPDs, there are two
towers of local twist-two quark operators that have non-
vanishing pion matrix elements. These are given by

0 =y, .1, O = - yliu-DY'rah, ()
and

(n) _— Moty
(QT;A = ugrglty, ---”,u,,@T;A

= «/_/ia'“'guarﬁ(iu . B)”TAljf. (€))

The operators O%'** and O7!;*" are of fixed twist ( =
dimension — spin) and transform irreducibly under the
Lorentz group. Matrix elements of the vector twist-two
operators in Eq. (3) give moments of the quark distribution
in the pion in the forward limit. There are also two towers
of purely gluonic operators at twist-two (see, for example,
Ref. [10]) that have nonzero pionic matrix elements. For
the purposes of our current discussion we note that the

vector case has the same transformation properties as (98’)
above while the tensor case is beyond the scope of this
work.

These operators transform as (3,1) @ (1, 3) (isovector,
A=1,2,3)or (1,1) (isoscalar, A = 0) under SU(2); X
SU(2)g rotations. The tensor twist-two operators also have
nonzero matrix elements but vanish in the forward limit
and belong to the (2, 2) ® (2, 2) representation of SU(2); X
SU(2)y, irrespective of the flavour index A. In the SU(4]2)
partially-quenched QCD case (where additional valence
and ghost quarks are introduced), these operators are ex-
tended by the replacement of 74 by 7, 7, and 77 in the
isoscalar-vector, isovector-vector and tensor cases. These
matrices are somewhat arbitrary [24—26], but for definite-
ness we choose:

7o =diag(1,1,1,1,1,1),
7y = diag(l, =1, 9, 91 9, 9; + qx — 91, (5)
7r = diag(l, y, 43, 94, 95, 93 + q4 — qs),

which reduce to the usual Pauli matrices in the QCD limit
and transform in the corresponding representations of the
enlarged flavour group.

The local twist-two QCD operators are simply related to
those in Egs. (1) and (2) and it follows that
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<7Ti(p/)|(9/(4")|77-j(p)> = Hﬁ‘ﬂ(f, u - p)n+1 Str[7—_i7—_A7—_j]’
(6)

<7T"(P')|(9(T'?L|7Tj(l7)> =E}, (&0 A)
X (u- PY"Tlsu[ 7747, (7)

where Hi (& 0) = [Ldyy"HA(y, & 1) and
E?"’n+](§? t) = le dyynE?(y) g: t)

Discrete symmetries and the approximate isospin sym-
metry of QCD constrain the pion GPDs. Time-reversal
invariance demands HA(y, & t) = HA(y, —&, 1) and
E}(y, & 1) = EX(y, =& 1). Under charge conjugation (C),
both the vector and tensor operator transform as [20,27]:

C @Xl)cﬂ = (- 1)n+1(9(ﬂ)’ 8)
copcl = (-1of. ©)

Using this, it can be shown that the isoscalar (A = 0)
vector matrix elements vanish for even index n = 2k and
the isovector (A = 3) vector matrix elements vanish for
odd n (additional complications arise in the SU(4|2) case).

For odd index, the isoscalar-vector matrix elements are
parametrized in terms of generalized form factors Aﬁf}
and Cfloil as:

k—1
(i (PO i (P)) = za,.j{ S - AP PP
=0
X AR (1) + (u- A)ch(z(;c)(f)},
(10)

while for even index, the isovector-vector matrix element
can be parametrized as:

k
<7Ti(P/)|05»2k)|7Tk(P)> — 2jelik Z(” . A)Zl(u . p)2k721+1
1=0

X AS) (). (11)

Similarly, parametrizations of the tensor operator matrix
elements are given by

k
(i (P OZ Vi (p)) = 28 ;Aﬁ(u “P)(r- A)(u - A
X (u - p)2k72l+lBg],€(2)2’2l(t),
(12)
k
(i (pOFE i (p)) = 2i€™ S -+ P)(r- A)u - A)?
=1

X (u - PP*2BED) (o), (13)

for both even and odd index.
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The generalized form factors, Aff,i and B,TL’,((A), are related
to the generalized parton distributions in Eq. (1) and (2) as

1 n—1 )

[ HO 0,60 = 2 (20,0
F20C 0, (1)

[P en= 3 200a0,0. a3
j=0,even

and
1 u .
f_ldyy”E”%,n+l(y,§,t)= > (25)1354(/},);0), (16)

j=0,even

respectively. Cﬁloll(t) is the D-term form-factor [28].

III. EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

The small ¢ behavior of the GPD form-factors can be
reliably described by the low energy effective theory of
QCD, chiral perturbation theory (}PT) [29,30]. The ex-
tensions of this to partially-quenched QCD' (in which
valence and sea quarks have different masses as appropri-
ate for many current lattice calculations), partially-
quenched yPT (PQxPT) [32,33], is well known and here
we simply highlight the relevant pieces of the Lagrangian
and discuss the operators that contribute to the twist-two
matrix elements. We primarily focus on a partially-
quenched theory of valence (u, d), sea (j, ) and ghost

(@1, d) quarks with masses contained in the matrix
mg = diag(m,, my, mj, my, mg, mp), a7

where m; ; = m,, 4 such that the path-integral determinants
arising from the valence and ghost quark sectors exactly
cancel.

A. Lagrangian
At leading order the PQyPT Lagrangian is given by
Ly =~§str[ﬂ“2fl)#2] + )r%zstr[mQEJr + mgz], (18)

where the pseudo-Goldstone mesons are embedded non-
linearly in the coset field

c-eof2)

(under a chiral rotation, 3 — L3R') with the matrix ®
given by
1.
(4 %)
X M

"We do not discuss quenched QCD in which sea quarks are
omitted as it has no connection to physical observables except in
the large N, limit [31].

19)

(20)
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and
MNu 7T+ d)uj ¢ul
M — T Mg Dy ¢dl’ ¥ = Ny ﬁ'+’
b bia M by T My
b Pu ¢1j M
d)ﬁu ¢12d ¢12] ¢ﬁl
= . 21
X (dhzu i i ¢J1> @D

The upper left 2 X 2 block of M corresponds to the usual
valence-valence mesons, the lower right to sea-sea mesons
and the remaining entries of M to valence-sea mesons.
Mesons in M are composed of ghost quarks and ghost
antiquarks and are thus bosonic. Mesons in ) contain
ghost-valence or ghost-sea quark-anti-quark pairs and are
fermionic. In terms of the quark masses, the tree-level
meson masses are given by

M%p,.j = Méin = A[(’"Q)u + (mQ)jj]x (22)
where O = (u, d, j, 1, i, d). The decay constant is normal-
ized as f ~ 132 MeV. Additional terms involving the fla-
vour singlet field, str[®] are not relevant here; in both
PQXPT and yPT the singlet meson acquires a large mass
through the strong U(1), anomaly and can be integrated
out, leading to a modified flavour neutral propagator that
contains both single and double-pole structures [34,35].

B. Twist-two operators

Twist-two operators have been studied quite extensively
in various low energy effective theories. A number of
studies have focused on pionic matrix elements of twist-
two operators [16—21] but the relevant operators also
contribute in numerous studies of nucleon matrix elements
[22,26,27,36—-40] (these studies have also been extended
to the nuclear setting in Refs. [41,42]).

We first focus on the vector operators, Eq. (3). To
perform the matching of these operators to those in yPT
it is useful to make the separation:

oy = o+ o, (23)
such that (QXTLI){ = Gy - y)(w-iD)" gy for H=L,
R, where g; p = [(1 & 7y5)/2]q are the left (right)-handed
quark fields which transform as ¢; — Lqg; and g — Rqp
under the action of SU(4|2); X SU(4|2)g. To construct the
EFT operators, it is useful to treat 74 , as a spurion field
that transform under global chiral rotations as:

74— LFLT,

74 — RTART (24)

(the spurion fields take a vacuum expectation value of 7).
This promotion renders the QCD operators, (QX"), invariant
under chiral rotations. For these operators to have the
correct charge conjugation properties, Eq. (12), requires
7 =S (7 R)T since 3—=C3T and m,—(m,)".
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At leading order, the EFT operators consistent with these
transformation properties are constructed from a single
insertion of 74 p and arbitrary numbers of 3/31 pairs.
The first two terms in this tower are given by:

m+1

o4 = Z(a st 7, (OFS)(@m+1sh)]

+ aA 19 st 7, (OF ST (@O +413)), (25)

Jitihtjz<m+l

on =3 ay . sulr @30
J1:J2.J3=0
X (Os3) (O3t
+ (2 <3N (26)
where (¥ = (iu - 9)k. Charge conjugation requires that

aylt o =ayi(=1)"", and parity, 3 — 3%, implies
that ay) = (=D)"*'al! .\, significantly simplifying

@(m) The second type of operator, @X”Z), is not independent

of (9('") at infinite volume. If there are nonzero numbers of

derlvatlves on three or four coset fields (2(1)), this operator
may contribute through diagram (b) in Fig. 1 below, but
will be proportional to powers of u -k where k is the
integration momentum. For even powers this will produce
overall factors of u? which vanish; for odd powers, the
integrand will be odd and hence vanish upon integration.
Consequently, these operators only contribute in Fig. 1(b)
when all derivatives act on the external pion fields.
However using integration by parts and eliminating opera-
tors with derivatives on more than two meson fields such

terms can be rewritten in terms of (OX"I). Operators involv-
ing six or more coset fields can similarly be eliminated.

Thus the final form for the vector twist-two operators we
use is:

, +1—j
O =5 > ah,, (~OVfsulr, 30" 'SH

j=0,even

m—j+1

215, @27

where we find it convenient to express the result in terms of

the forward-backward derivative =01 —O=iu-(§— 9)
and time-reversal invariance limits the sum to even values.”
At finite volume some of the operators we have neglected
will contribute as Lorentz symmetry is no longer pre-
served. Here we ignore such terms but they result in addi-
tional complications in the extrapolation needed for lattice
data as discussed in Sec. V.

+ sti{ 7,210

2For notational convenience, we use the same symbol to
denote both the underlying QCD operator and that in the
effective theory. Note, however, the EFT operators match not
only the leading twist QCD operators but also higher twist
operators of the same quantum numbers and also to purely
gluonic operators in the isoscalar cases [42].
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FIG. 1. One-loop diagrams contributing to the mesonic matrix

elements of twist-two operators. The filled circle denotes a
vertex from the chiral Lagrangian while the crossed circle
corresponds to the twist-two operator. Diagram (c) denotes the
wave function renormalization.

Construction of the tensor operators is similar to that of
the vector operators, however in analyzing the transforma-
tion properties of the QCD operators it is necessary to
introduce additional spurion fields, 74 and 74, , that trans-
form as 7} — L7 xRT, and 74, — R7 ;LT such that

(9 (m)

= G T} gitt, r, o (iu - D)"qg
+ qR?‘;‘eLiqu,,UW(iu -D)"gq,, (28)

is invariant under chiral rotations.

As in the vector case, there is a tower of operators at
leading order in the EFT with arbitrary odd numbers of 3,
and 3T fields and a single insertion of 7P r gL CONsistent
with the requisite transformation properties. A similar
discussion to that above for the vector operators greatly
simplifies the structure of these operators and shows that
only the operators involving three coset fields contribute to
the single-particle matrix elements we are considering at
next-to-leading order in infinite volume. Using charge
conjugation and noting the QCD operator is antisymmetric
under the interchange u < r, this relevant operator can be
written as:

m
(T{’Q = f7 Z m+l,j(_|:])]
=0,

“m+l—j

XA(-O)st[7{=(=1O 3)
sty
(O sulr st

“m+1
+ (20

Lol s+ e 3L (29)

where O = (ir - 9).

Unlike the vector operators, the tensor operators involve
a single set of low energy constants (LECs) because they
belong to the same chiral representation regardless of the
choice of flavour structure. In the SU(2) case, the super-
traces in the operators of Eq. (27) and (29) reduce to
ordinary flavour traces and the various matrices are now
2 X 2, but the form of the operators and the LECs that
appear are otherwise unchanged.

At the next-to-leading order (NLO), O(p?), vector and
tensor operators which will contribute at tree-level are
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generated by combining the leading order operators above
with insertions of 92, 9%...d, or by substitution of the
quark mass matrix m, for a coset field, 2. The explicit
forms of these operators are not required here however they
generate polynomial dependence on the quark masses and
t.

IV. INFINITE VOLUME RESULTS

At leading order, the moments of the pion GPDs receive
tree-level contributions from the operators in Eqgs. (27) and
(29) above. At next-to-leading order contributions come
from tree-level insertions of the O(p?) operators discussed
above and from the one-loop diagrams involving the lead-
ing order operators shown in Fig. 1. The higher order
operators lead to polynomial dependence of the GPD
form-factors on m, ~ M? (M is a Goldstone meson
mass) and ¢ while the loops generate nonanalytic depen-
dence on these quantities. Therefore at NLO, the vector
GPD form factors will have the form:

(1) = Ay

m+1,j

A(A)

(Aa) ag2 (4,6)
mj + A M*+ A t

m+1,j m+1,j

+ loop contributions, (30)

|

(0)
m+1,j

(T Oy =21 - (=) S a
j=0,even

-y

481772

(u- A)m+1 i (0)

j=0,even

m+1,j

MZ +3i(a? — 1)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 75, 074003 (2007)

where AY

m+1,; is the bare matrix element determined in

A

(A,a)
m+1,j° A %

m+1,j and

terms of the leading order LECs a and

Ab . . . .
Ain +1) ; can be expressed in terms of linear combinations of

the LECs accompanying the various NLO operators and
absorb divergences from the loop contributions (in general
this renders these terms renormalization scale dependent).
A similar expression holds for the tensor GPD form
factors.

In the following subsections, we present results for the
various matrix elements in the SU(4|2) isospin limit case,
mg = m, and m; = m;. In this limit, only the valence-
valence meson mass, M,,, = M, and the valence-sea me-
son mass, M;; = M7 — 167, enter. Here &2,/2A is the
mass splitting between u and j quarks and results in SU(2)
are easily obtained by setting 6,; — O (these results are

given in Appendix B).

A. Isoscalar-vector operators

In the partially-quenched theory, the pion matrix ele-
ments of the isoscalar-vector operators have the form

[P -y (& - )] = (A& - )]

12(1 — a™*177)82 M2

[

AMZ + t(a® — 1)

Mﬁj + il‘(a2 -1)

+3(1 — a™t17) log[ 5
m

X(HG—m—Ba®?—j+m+8)a™ 7 +4((—m—2)a™ T + 1)M?,

uj

}M%T + log[ 5
m

uj

+ 130 — 7))}, 31

for m odd and vanish for m even. Note that above and in what follows, we have suppressed analytic dependence of matrix
elements on M2, M? ; and 7. The first term in the braces arises from a double-pole propagator in Fig. 1(a) and gives

enhanced quark mass dependence. The QCD limit is easily obtained by setting &

uj = (0 and Muj - M‘IT‘

Decomposing this result leads to the following structure for the GPD form factors (m odd):

Ay (0 = AR+ Al M2+ ADS M2+ AR for j=m, (32)
with no nonanalytic dependence, and (m odd)
©) 1262.M2 M2 —1(1 - a?)
O () — O Cnr1 (! M= 2 4 @
c (n=c? + d +3M2log] —Z A4 —~
e L e e TR
M2, —1(1 - a?) -
+((B3a® = )t + 4M2) log|: oA }} + COOME+ COOME, + Ot
M
1 noo 1 , 1282.M2, MZ —L1(1 - a?
trommre > 2l [ daar il PR o M ]
1927° % . §5ien o AM= + ta* — 1) o)
| t M2~ £ — a?)
+ (132 = 7) + M3 + 4m — j + (M — (1 = @) log|: L }} (33)
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where the LECs and the bare form-factors are related by
Cfgll = Z] Oeven fgl-l] and A£n+l =2"" s 51(1):—1/
The 77~ and 7° results are identical and with appropriate
changes in normalization, the QCD limits of these results
agree with those in Refs. [18 21] using integration by parts
and noting that »; ...,2/ A”(l) +1; = 0 (the results for the
gravitational form-factors, A, O(z‘) and C,(r), also agree
with previous calculations [43]). In the partially-quenched

J

m _ . ‘ | M2,
@Yy =+ (- Y aS)Jrl)j{Z(ZP'u)m_f“(A'u)1<1—87—2]&Mﬁjlog[“—2j}>

j=0,even
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case, this form-factor leads to an enhanced divergence in
the pion gravitational radius ~6§j /M2 as opposed to InM ,
in QCD.

B. Isovector-vector operators

The pion matrix elements of the isovector-vector opera-
tors have the form

2

, M2 —1(1-a? M,
T 2(2P u)(A - u)’”( flldaam1+210g[ - 2(2 a):|—2M§jlog|:M—';/D}, (34)

for even m. This leads to the following structure for the GPD form factors:

M, M,
AD (0 = Aﬁfll](l 2f2 lo g( ” )) + ADO ML+ ASY M2+ ASD i for j=m -2, (35)
and
M3, M,
3 3 3.a 3,a 3.b
Aﬁnl—l m(t) - Afnl—l m<1 - 8 2’412 10g< )) + A£n+)1 mJW2 + A£,1+)1 mMij + A£n+)1 m
T f w?
j—m A (3) 2 t 2
mo2TMA M, t [l . M, —i(1—-«a
+ — {ng log[ — f daa™ i *? log[ l 4(2 )]Jl (36)
j=0,even 87 f 4 J-1 K
using afn)ﬂ =2/7m= IAI(S)H - The 7™ results are related to these by factors of —1 and those in the ¥ vanish. The LECs

A(3 “ and A(3 %) vanish by current conservation and A(13()) =

1. These results can be shown to agree with Ref. [18,21] (and

earher results in the case of the vector-isovector form-factor, A1 0(z‘)) using integration by parts and noting the different

normalizations.

In the partially-quenched theory, isospin is not a good quantum number (the SU(4|2) adjoint matrices are given in
Eq. (5)) and the odd-m matrix elements are also nonzero. These take the form (7~ and 7¥ are identical to the 77")

1= (=1)" m
(T 1O oty = DV (g 4 g0 S

8f27T2 m+1,j

24(a/ — @™ M7 67,

j=0,even

4

{(u )’n+l fl da |:8(2aj + 3(a2 _ l)amH)M%aij
2

-1 a (4M2 + t(a* — 1))?

AMZ + t(a® — 1)

M2+ Le(a? — 1 M?* +1(a? -1
!+ log< T4 (201 )>G(M7T) - log( w4 (2a )>G(Mui)}
" n '

2

+ [ A" — Q2P - w)™ i (u - A)1]<log<M2 )M2 —1lo g(AZgj>Mﬁj>}, (37)

where G(M) = (t3a®> — T)a/ + t((j —m —4)a®> — j+ m + 8)a™ ! + 4(a’ + (j — m — 2)a™ "' )M?). Note that this

matrix element vanishes in the QCD limit and the sea-isospin limit where g; =

—q, in which foreseeable lattice

calculations would be performed. Consequently, we do not present the form-factors that result.

C. Tensor operators

For m odd, the matrix elements of the tensor operator are given by:
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M2 M2
(10l = 80— (<P ur- A Ozmb,nﬂ,(zp W 1| 1 o~ |
1 M 2
= g | 2000 + 40 + 501+ ) log( S )agz, — 31og(2 ) 2as + a0
— (1 M2+ (1 + y)az,j)ﬂ, (38)

which simplifies considerably in the QCD limit. These matrix elements vanish if the charge matrix is isovector in both the
sea and valence sectors. Matrix elements in the 77~ and 7 are identical.
For m even, the matrix elements are given by

(1Ot y =21 = )P ur- A Y b,,,+1,,~{—4<u-A>f<(p-u>mf—z(zﬁ-u)mf+<(p+A>-u>mf)

j=0,even
M2, M2, 1 M2 M?.
X|1+——=5log(—35 )+ —5—| 3log(—5 (M7 + &5,) — 101og "J M2,
127 f I 48 f*r w? w? J
(u-Ay" 1 5 5 1 — a\m—ij (e M2 +5i(a® = 1)
162 /—1da(4M“"+t(a _1))[< 2 ) o J+< 2 ) }log< u? )}

(39)

vanishing in the isoscalar case. The 77~ matrix elements differ by an overall sign and the 7° matrix elements vanish.
The results in Egs. (38) and (39) are easily converted into the various GPD form factors. For m odd,

1+ M3 M2y ML -8 M2 n M2,
Bl (0 =B »{( y)[l 1g< )—7’1g<—”>}—% q“Mi,-lOg( ’)

m+1,j 2 2f2 Mz 167T2f2 MZ 167T2f2 MZ
q3 t qq4 M a a b
+ i h Mglog<u )} +BL9 M2+ B M2+ BIY) (40)
for all j. Here B;’f?,j = 82" A, b4y (m odd).

While for m even,

T _ 0 LTy 1 2 2 M2 2 Mi/ T(a) a2 o pl(@ ap2
Bmﬂ,j(r)—BmH,j 7 1+16772f2 (MZ + 62 )log —2M;;log e + B, ;M5 + B, My,

+ Bh®) (41)

m+1]

for j < m, and
2

)]

1 - 1 M2
T(O) y
B!, (=B, 5 {1 + =r |:(M727 + &2 )log( > —2M2. log<

1— m 1 m—j M2, +1t(a? = 1)
DS ij[ da(M2; + § (@ —1))[ } 10g< ZRR A )
32f 7T j=0,even , K
B M+ B0+ B @
[
where (m even) is the leading order result for the form-factor. In
T0) _ A 1 m—k k= the QCD limit, these result reproduce those of Ref. [22]
Bm+1,j =8 [MZ ( —k )2 "D+ 1k [Egs. (106) and (128) therein]. As these results are insen-
Toeven sitive to the sea-quark charges, these form-factors can be
—om=jp o } calculated in lattice QCD without disconnected quark
m+1,j
loops.
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V. FINITE VOLUME EFFECTS

The space-time lattices used in numerical simulations
are of finite extent by necessity, and consequently, lattice
results differ from those of the physical (infinite volume)
world even at the physical quark masses.> For sufficiently
large volumes, these effects can be incorporated into the
effective field theory approach, allowing infinite volume
results to be extracted from the finite volume (FV) lattice
simulations. Here we shall consider a hyper-rectangular
box of dimensions L* X T with T > L as appropriate for
most current lattice calculations. Imposing periodic bound-
ary conditions on mesonic fields leads to quantized mo-
menta k = (ko, IE), ]_C) = 2%;: ZTﬂ-(j],jz, J3) with ji S Z,
but k, treated as continuous. On such a finite volume,
spatial momentum integrals are replaced by sums over
the available momentum modes. This leads to modifica-
tions of the infinite volume results presented in the pre-
vious section; the various functions arising from loop
integrals are replaced by their FV counterparts. In a system
where M L >> 1, finite volume effects are predominantly
from Goldstone mesons propagating to large distances
where they are sensitive to boundary conditions and can
even “wrap around the world”.* Since the lowest momen-
tum mode of the Goldstone propagator is ~ exp(—M L) in
position space, finite volume effects will behave as a
polynomial in 1/L times this exponential provided no
multiparticle thresholds are reached, that is for t < 4M2.
For t = 4M?2, volume effects that are polynomial in inverse
powers of L are expected, however for realistic lattice
calculations, such momentum transfers are too large to
be described in yPT and we neglect the resulting compli-
cations in our analysis.

The finite volume effects in the diagrams of Fig. 1(b) and
1(c) arising from the operators that contribute at infinite
volume are well known. However the effects in Fig. 1(a)
are made more complicated by the nontrivial numerator
structure of the integral/sum and the requisite details for
their evaluation are given in Appendix A. The final forms
for the finite volume versions of our results are given
below. In most cases, these replacements of spatial mo-
mentum integrals by sums would complete the calculation
of finite volume effects. However for the GPD form-
factors, there are additional complications that arise from
operators whose contributions vanish in infinite volume but
which give nonzero contributions at finite volume. To see
this, we concentrate on the vector case and reconsider the
operator in Eq. (26) (note there is some redundancy of
terms in this operator). Naively, this operator would con-

3Lattice artifacts from the discretization of space-time also
influence lattice results. We do not discuss these here and assume
a continuum extrapolation has been performed.

n principle, finite volume effects can also be computed for
M,L~1 but A,L> 1 where mesonic zero-modes become
enhanced [44—46]. These calculations are beyond the scope of
this work.
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tribute through diagram (b) in Fig. 1. As discussed in
Section III, there is no contribution at infinite volume as
each of the pion fields coming from this operator must have
a nonzero number of derivatives acting on it. Combining
u?> = 0 (or equivalently, the definite Lorentz transforma-
tion properties of the twist-two, spin-n, operators) and the
symmetric range of integration, terms with derivatives in-
side the loop in Fig. 1(b) give no contribution.

In the finite volumes discussed here, Lorentz symmetry
(or O(4) symmetry in Euclidean space as relevant in lattice
calculations) is explicitly broken by the imposition of the
boundary conditions (in a L3 X T periodic box, arbitrary
Lorentz boosts do not leave the system invariant). As a
result, the arguments used to discard the operators in
Eq. (26) break down (s quozq(q(z“;—% # 0 at finite
volume) and their contributions, which must vanish as L —
oo, need to be incorporated to correctly describe finite
volume lattice calculations. Consequently, one must in-
clude the functional dependence arising from operators
such as those in Eq. (26) in any fit to lattice data and
determine the relevant combinations of the af,‘q‘i-], jnjs 38
4.1 ; before discarding the former (we have
no interest in these LECs for the matrix elements we want
to extract, however they would contribute in more compli-
cated matrix elements such as two pion matrix elements of
twist-two operators) in extracting the infinite volume re-
sult. In general this is a very intricate task as the functional
dependence produced by these operators in the contribu-

tion of Fig. 1(b) to the matrix element of (QX") is

well as the a

i k#vo o kM —tr
2 —m

1
Z ’}/n,lu,ul Mﬂlv/dk()ﬁ%ﬁ (43)

[=2,even

where the parameters vy, ; are linear combinations of those
that enter in Eq. (26).° However for the low moments (m <
4) that are accessible in current lattice calculations, these
subtractions can be performed.

A number of additional aspects of Lorentz symmetry
violation at finite volume are worth noting. Firstly, these
effects did not contribute in the nucleon twist-two matrix
elements at finite volume at NLO [26], but will contribute
at higher orders in the chiral expansion in a similar way as
they enter here. We also note that moments of distribution
amplitudes (given by meson to vacuum matrix elements of
related quark-bilinear operators) will suffer from similar
complications at finite volume and the absence of non-
analytic quark mass dependence at NLO found in Ref. [20]
at infinite volume will not persist. Secondly, as shown in
Ref. [45], no new operators can appear at finite volume
otherwise their LECs would necessarily depend on L ™!, an
infrared scale. In the case described above, the operator is

Care must to be taken to define a suitable regularization
prescription.
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present both at finite volume and infinite volume, but does
not contribute to the matrix elements we consider in the
latter case. A final related effect of the finite volume is that
Lorentz symmetry can no longer be used to decompose the
matrix elements of the twist-two operators. At finite vol-
ume, additional structures that violate Lorentz symmetry
can appear in the decomposition of the matrix elements in
Egs. (10)—(13).° The form factors of such terms vanish as
L — o0 and we ignore them here but care must be taken tq

<7T+|(9(m)|,n.+>m0dd — 2(1 _ (_l)m) i (0)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 75, 074003 (2007)

correctly extract the form-factors in Egs. (10)—(13) without
pollution from these additional Lorentz noninvariant form-
factors.

Finite volume matrix elements

With the preceding remarks in mind, the finite volume
versions of the results of the previous section are given by
the following matrix elements:

{(<2P W)™ i AY = (- Ay

At J
j=0,even

PG —202M2 — 82, + 20K 00 + IME(KLY 000 + 82, (KLY o0 + KU2,0 )

312 1K50,000 7(£0,0000 66000 T K66000

uj uj ml m+1_.]
+ 4(Ko0010 T Kolo00) ~ Z ( r >2k(u “A)TH(—202M7 - 8% + 2f)Kkoooo

=0

+ 3M(K{ G000 T 82, (Kito00 + Kito00) + 4(Kk0010 kIOOO))iH (44)

<,n_+|(9(m)|7r+>Feven =2(1 + (=1)m) i

k=0

Jj=0,even
S (m =
— % .

1—=(=1Dm -
<7T+|(9(3m)|77'+>1’£’{}dd =——7—(q; T q1) Z fi)ﬂl

2
3f j=0,even

2 92 uul uu 2 pruu3 uj
+3M70 (KO,O,O,O,O + KO,O,O,O,O + 8LUK00000) + 2(1(0,0,0,1,0

T uj

1(132#1]{(21) u)m+1 “u A)j< %‘Iu,/)
>2k(” Aymet= k(Kkoom 2K1L:,{),1,0,0 } (45)

{(u MM — 82 + 20K 000 + 2005 + DKLS 006

— uu uj _ uu
KO,O,O,],O + KO,LO,O,O KO, 1,0,0,0)]

M=+ 1 - j
— ( . >2k(u S Ayt —(2M2 — 52 + 2t)Kk0000 + 2(MZ + I)KIL:,%,O,O,O
k=0
+ 3M%5%¢j(K1%,10,0,0 + K/I:,L(t),zo,o,o + 5, Km(t)3ooo) + 2(Kkoo 1o ~ Kiooro T KZ,]i,o,o,o - K/L:,ul,o,o,o)]
+ 627 P )yt (s A) = (s AT, — Ju,u)}, (46)

T(0)

_ m o Bl . A
(mH O yperen = 2(1 = y)P-ur-A Y ’j\“'f (u- AY(P- u)’"’/<1 + %(Lmaﬁj —2J,; + J”)>

Jj=0,even X

Z bm+l]{ r: A(l/t A) (Km+1 -70,0,1,0 + 2K::1]+1—j,0,1,0,0)

j=0,even
e AP0+ 2K 0+ S (" Y = e ap
m—j,0,0,1,1 m—j,0,1,0,1 & k
X [r- MK 0010 T 2K 0100 — 1 AKEG 01 + 2KZ§6,1,0,1)]}’ (47)

and

°In the EFT analysis of the matrix elements under consideration, such terms do not appear until higher orders (two-loops) in the
chiral expansion, but even to the order we work, form-factors acquire dependence on |ii|>.
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<7T+|@(m)|77_+>m0dd = 8r-A Z (2]3 . u))n+1—j(u .

j=0,even

, 1
A)]bm+l,j|:(y + 1)<1 - P(z‘]u,] + Ju,u - Bi]Lu,u)>

16 - -
(Lst*f 3 bmmZ( D 2yt

j=0,even

f2 (43 + q4)(Juj Ju,u):|

X {’4 - Al2Mz — 53/ +20 Q3K 0001 — 223K 0011 — 2234K: 001 T M(234K, 0001
—3(q3 + q4)83; (K001 + Kito01) + 32580K6001) — 2254(— 1K} 00,1
r- A[2M7 — 551 +20) Q34K % 10000 ~ 223K 10,010

= 294K 1000 T M2(Q3uKE 000 — = 3(g3 + q4)87;(Kit) 0.0.00

Il gruu

34Kk,0,0,0,1

uu uu —
+ Kk,O,O,l,l + Kk,l,O,O,l)]

| pruu
Q34Kk+ 1,0,0,0,0

u2 IS4 3 I (—
+ KZ+1 0000) + 3Q 5 KIL:-L:—I 0,0,0,0 2Q34( tKl’:-If—l,O,O,O,O + KZ-I:—I,O,O,LO + KZ-I:—I,I,O,O,O)]}’

where Q3 =1+y+q3+qu Qy=1+y—qg3—q4
and 94, =1+ y+ 2q3; + 2q4. Note that the entire last
sum in the above expression vanishes identically at infinite
volume.
Here
dgg 1
Ja,b = 4[% L3 Z 2

M2 + i€’

49
N/ ~N_ 73 s ’
a 27 L3 = (q¢*> — M?, + ie)?
and
f — q-f&L1 /8l 1,821
Kigbcd - j(i,tfb,c,d’ Klibc d j(i,tfb,c,d’
fg2 f,8:1,2 fg3 f,8:2,2
Klide - Ki,f,b,c,d’ Klide - Ki,f,b,c,d’
(50)
where doe 1
fgn,n, 90
.fKi,a,b,lc,d2 - ]277, L3Z

(u-q) (g (p-q)(q-A)(q-r)?
(¢ — M3, +ie)"((q + AP — M7, +ie)™

(51
which in turn is simply represented in terms of the func-
tions appearing in Appendix A.

Since the external momenta p = P — A/2, A, u and r
occur in the various integrals/sums, it is not possible to
decompose these matrix elements into form-factors with-
out specifying to a particular m.

|

dqo 1

ij..ig

a,ny, nz(ml; my, A; L) = f

1

where

(48)

[

VI. DISCUSSION

The results for the quark mass and volume dependence
of the moments of the pion GPDs presented above are
useful in extrapolating lattice data at small ¢ in the chiral
regime (the range of volumes and pion masses for which
the chiral expansion is convergent) to the physical world.
Although subtleties not seen in simpler quantities arise at
finite volume that complicate the extraction of the infinite
volume results for the twist-two matrix elements, we have
outlined a procedure by which the extrapolation can be
performed reliably. The knowledge of the meson GPDs
that can be obtained by combining our results with lattice
calculations will be useful in comparison to, and as a
complement to, experiment.
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APPENDIX A: FINITE VOLUME FUNCTIONS

The functions used in our results at finite volume can be
built from the following basic structure

a5 q" - G"

LT (n)(ny)

27 L3 Z:(q - m1 + ie)"((g + A)? — m2 + ie)n

1 gritml [ ek K Al

X — ~ ]
= 8k8‘+”2 1 [k0+k0]nl+n2i|ko—1€0
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ko= \/IEP +2(1 = k- A + (1 = 0|AP + xm? + (1 — x)m3,

after performing the energy integral by contour integration.
As an example, we find that

/2l
Z(_])] k— l[u2k+1"11”.

_ 2k
ugu' ..

k-1

el PR
jOOOl ”’“rojkﬂll

Lk - k+1j

] A+1]

It is possible to write down a general expression for the
multiple derivative in Eq. (A1)’ but since we only require
{n, no} = {1, 1}, {1, 2}, {2, 1}, {2, 2}, it is easier to present
each case explicitly. This leads to
_Qa-1)

4L’

/d RIAN lﬁ[(l—x)A M] (A4

(A2)

2 111 (ml’mZ’A L)=

lef(ml, my, A L)

(4a* — 8a +3) [1
T [ dx(l - x)
0

X L1 - 0)A M), (AS)
,l is (4a* — 8a + 3)
a21(m1’m2’A L)= T
f dxxls/zﬁ [(1 — x)A, M],
(A6)
11 ig (8(13 - 36&2 +46a — 15)
azz(ml,mz,A L)__ 16L3
1 - >
x f dxex(1 =015 [(1 - 04, M]
0
(A7)
where M = x(1 — x)|A|? + xm% + (1 — x)m3 and
11 .y (Z, m) Z . q[" . (AS)
(Ig + z|2 + m?)P

These sums can then be further simplified using the recur-
rence identity

"We may use the well known formula of Faa di Bruno

"onS(n — ST, ik;) dXg(f(1)
o ng(f( x)) = Z Z lkizl df(n*

<15

where K =YL, k;

(A3)

[
1 dlg:irﬁl
2(ﬁ - 1) dZi,,

n
— (=1)" Z Z Po ... 9%zt . gin)
k=0 P

Iil...i,,(z, m) _ _

p _ Zinlg--in—l (3, m)

X Iﬂ—k(zr m)’ (Ag)
where P denotes a permutation of the orderings of the
partial derivatives, 9! = % and the z'’s, and the sum is
over all such permutations. The remaining momentum
sums have scalar summands and are simple to evaluate
using the results of Ref. [47] and the tracelessness condi-
tion. Divergences can be regulated using Epstein-Hurwitz
zeta-function techniques [48].

APPENDIX B: QCD FORM-FACTORS

For easy reference, the nonvanishing, infinite volume
form-factors in the SU(2) theory are given here.
In the vector-isoscalar case for m odd,

0 0 0, 0, 0,b
Agn?l—lj(t) - Agnl—lj (Agn-f)lj Az(n-f)lj)Mz Af’l’l"’;j
for j = m, (B1)
and
©) (0) Cort
CA0 =l + e [ da((3a? — )i + TM2)

m+1

—1(1 —
X log[#} + (C(O ) + C(O-f)l)MZ
“

+ 0D

m A (0)
Z 2 Am+1,j

j=0,even

192 2f2
1 4

X ] daam_1+1<t(3a2 —7)+ TM2%
-1

+alm = j+ (M= 101 - o))

ML= E(1 = a?)
X 1og[4—2} (B2)
M
In the vector-isovector case for m even,
M=~ M=z
©)] — A0 _
NN (A
3a 3.a 3,b
+ (A£n+)1] A( +)1 )M2 Af?”l+)1j
for j=m—2, (B3)

and
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e

MZ

M2
_ 203 _ e
() = Am+1,m<1 82 S 10g<7>>

M2+ ARt

m+1,m

+ A%

m+1,m

+ (A%

m+1,m

i—m 5 (3)
At {M2log[M—%i|
T
j=0,even 8772f2 ,LL2

L . M2 —1(1—a?
— = f daam7/+2 log # .
4 ] 7

(B4)

Finally in the isoscalar tensor case for m odd

3MZ

T 7,00) M;
By () = Bn{+1,j[l - 167212 10g<?>}

yM2 + B

T,(a) pT.(a)
+ (B .+ B m+1,j%

m+1,j m+1,j

(BS)

while in the isovector tensor case for m even,

(1]
(2]

7,00
B;71;+1,j(t) = Bm(+1),j|:1 -

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 75, 074003 (2007)

{35

T.(b)
)M+ B, it

M2
167> f2

T,(a) pT.(a)
+ (Bmfl,j + Bm+a1,j

(B6)

for j < m, and

T,(0
Br7;t+1,m(t) = Bms-{m|:1

i)
——T > log[—=
]67T2f2 1“2

+gr@

m+1,m

)M+ B 1

m+1,m

+ (B

m+1,m

- 162>
93

1 t
B:{ﬂ’jf da(M%,+—(a2— 1)>
j=0,even -1 4

y ng(‘“f—(a—l))

B7
" (B7)
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