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Flavor twisted boundary conditions and the nucleon vector current
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Using flavor twisted boundary conditions, we study nucleon matrix elements of the vector current. We
twist only the active quarks that couple to the current. Finite volume corrections due to twisted boundary
conditions are determined using partially twisted, partially quenched, heavy baryon chiral perturbation
theory, which we develop for the graded group SU(7|5). Asymptotically these corrections are exponen-
tially small in the volume, but can become pronounced for small twist angles. Utilizing the Breit frame
does not mitigate volume corrections to nucleon vector current matrix elements. The derived expressions
will allow for better controlled extractions of the isovector magnetic moment and the electromagnetic
radii from simulations at zero lattice momentum. Our formalism, moreover, can be applied to any nucleon

matrix elements.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.78.114505

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding QCD in the strongly interacting regime
remains a challenging problem in physics. Simulations of
QCD on Euclidean spacetime lattices are making progress
towards a quantitative understanding of the nonperturba-
tive dynamics in QCD [1]. Lattice QCD simulations usu-
ally employ periodic boundary conditions for the quark
and gluon fields. Consequently the available hadron mo-
menta are limited to periodic momentum modes of the
lattice, k = 27rn /L, where n is a triplet of integers and
L is the lattice size in each of the three spatial directions.
On typical lattices, the smallest available lattice momen-
tum is about 400-500 MeV. This presents a severe limita-
tion for the study of observables appearing in matrix
elements at low momentum, and low momentum-transfer.
At present, such observables cannot be investigated di-
rectly using periodic boundary conditions, and models
are used to perform momentum extrapolations.

For large enough volume, the physics should be inde-
pendent of the choice of boundary conditions. There is
freedom in choosing boundary conditions for fields; how-
ever, the action must be single valued so that observables
are well defined. For a generic matter field ¢, we can
impose a twisted boundary condition in the i-th direction
of the form, see e.g. [2],

dlx; + L) = Udl(xy),
where U is a symmetry of the action and Ut U = 1. For the

quark flavors in QCD, the diagonal flavor rotations can be
used to implement what are called flavor twisted boundary
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conditions. With U of the form U = exp(i6;), the matter
field ¢ has kinematic momentum k = 27n + 0)/L
which can be varied continuously by choosing different
values for @. The ability to produce continuous hadron
momentum has made flavor twisted boundary conditions
attractive to lattice QCD [3-18].

In this work, we detail the finite volume modifications to
nucleon form factors of the vector current. We use twisted
boundary conditions on the active quarks in the current
insertion, and, of course, are limited to only connected
contributions from the current. Heavy baryon chiral per-
turbation theory is utilized to estimate the volume depen-
dence of nucleon current matrix elements. Let us
summarize our main findings.

(i) Finite volume modifications can be sizable espe-
cially for the magnetic contribution, and for small
twist angles.

(i1) The use of Breit frame kinematics does not dramati-
cally reduce or simplify the finite volume correc-
tions. The volume effect for magnetic observables in
the Breit frame roughly doubles compared to the rest
frame. This situation is unlike the meson vector
current [17].

(ii1) With twisted boundary conditions on only the active
quarks, the finite volume corrections depend on an
unphysical and unknown parameter, g;. This depen-
dence arises as an artifact of the enlarged valence
flavor group, and a lattice determination of g; would
help in accounting for volume corrections.

(iv) Results obtained here are qualitatively similar to
those obtained from isospin-twisted boundary con-
ditions for the nucleon isovector form factors [12]. In
that method, valence u-quarks are twisted differently
than the valence d-quarks without introducing extra
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fictitious flavors. We show, moreover, the flavor
symmetry employed by that method can be used to
eliminate the dependence on g;. Consequently finite
volume corrections can be reliably estimated for that
case in terms of known low-energy constants.

Our presentation has the following organization. First in
Sec. II, we detail the flavor twisted boundary conditions,
and incorporate them into heavy baryon chiral perturbation
theory. We show how the graded group SU(7|5) accom-
modates twisting of the active valence quarks in the baryon
sector. In Sec. III, we compute finite volume corrections to
the nucleon mass, and derive the induced mass splittings
due to flavor twisted boundary conditions. Numerically
these splittings are estimated to be at the percent level or
less on current lattices. Finite volume corrections to the
vector form factors of the proton and neutron are deter-
mined in Sec. IV (complete expressions are given in
Appendix A). These results apply to the connected contri-
butions allowing access to isovector, but not isoscalar,
quantities. We show that terms arising from broken cubic
invariance can lead to non-negligible volume effects in the
region of small twist angles. Results for rest frame and
Breit frame kinematics are compared. The Breit frame
does not offer any substantial advantages with respect to
volume effects. Complete results for isovector current
matrix elements at finite volume using the method of
isospin-twisted boundary conditions are displayed in
Appendix B. For rest frame kinematics, these results are
shown to be independent of the unphysical parameter g;.
Appendix C collects functions and identities useful for the
evaluation of finite volume effects. Finally a brief summary
concludes our work.

II. FLAVOR TWISTED BOUNDARY CONDITIONS
AND BARYON CHIRAL PERTURBATION THEORY

To address the consequences of twisted boundary con-
ditions in lattice calculations of baryon properties, we
describe the underlying effective theory in the baryon
sector. First we detail the partially twisted boundary con-
ditions employed. Next we include these effects in chiral
perturbation theory, and then heavy baryon chiral pertur-
bation theory.

The quark part of the partially quenched QCD
Lagrangian is given by

12 _
L= QW+mpy /[ o (1)
, 1

Jk=

The 12 quark fields transform in the fundamental repre-
sentation of the graded group SU(7|5), and appear in the

vector QT = (i, &y, iy, dy, ds, |, lA,AlAio, iy, IAZAz, d,, d,). In
addition to the valence i, i1y, i,, dy, and d, quarks, we
have added their ghost quark counterparts f, iy, lo, 31
and 2?2, which cancel the closed valence loops, and two sea
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quarks ] and [. In the isospin limit, the quark mass matrix
of SU(7[5) reads mgy = diag(m,1sxs, m;lyx,, m,1sys) in
block diagonal form, where the blocks correspond to va-
lence, sea and ghost sectors. QCD quantities can be recov-
ered in the limit m; — m,. The additional up and down
quarks are fictitious flavors differing only by their bound-
ary conditions. There is one more up-type quark than
down-type quark because we focus on a theory that will
yield proton matrix elements. Neutron matrix elements can
always be derived trivially by interchanging up and down
charges in the final result.'

The hats denote fields satisfying twisted boundary con-
ditions. We require that the quark fields satisfy boundary
conditions of the form

O(x + Le,) = exp(i0?T*)Q(x), 2)

where e, is a unit vector in the rth spatial direction, L is the
spatial size of the lattice, and the block diagonal form of
the supermatrices 7¢ is

T@ = diag(T?, 0, T9). 3)

Here we choose T to be generators of the U(5) Cartan
subalgebra. Notice that by Eq. (3), the sea quarks remain
periodic at the boundary. This reflects a partially twisted
scenario. Twist angles can be changed without necessitat-
ing the generation of new gauge configurations, because
the fermionic determinant, which arises solely from the sea
sector, is not affected by the twisting.

Redefining the quark fields as or =
(o, uy, s, dy, do, jy L i, iy, iy, dy, dp),  with — Q(x) =
VT(x)O(x), where V(x) = exp(i@* - xT%/L), we can write
the partially quenched QCD Lagrangian as

12 .
L= 0/B+mpyfo, “)

jk=1

where all Q fields satisfy periodic boundary conditions,
and the effect of twisting has the form of a uniform gauge
field: D, = D, + iB,,, where B, = (0°T%/L,0). It will
be easier to treat the twisting in the flavor basis of the
valence and ghost sectors rather than in the generator basis,
thus we write 8T = diag(0, 8*, 8’*, ¢, '?), and simi-
larly for B, which appears as B,, = diag(B}", 0, B}') in
block diagonal form, with B} = diag(0, BY, B/, B%, B/{).
Momentum transfer will be generated using flavor chang-
ing currents from u; to u,, or from d, to d,. Notice we keep
the u, quark periodic; it will play the role of spectator.
The low-energy effective theory of QCD is chiral per-
turbation theory, which describes the dynamics of pseudo-
scalar mesons emerging from spontaneous chiral
symmetry breaking. The mesons of partially quenched

'To consider both proton and neutron properties in the same
theory, we would need to enlarge the flavor group further to
SU(8|6).
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chiral perturbation theory [19-23] are described by the
coset field 3, which satisfies twisted boundary conditions.
This field can be traded in for 3, defined by 3(x) =
vt (x)i(x)V(x), which is periodic at the boundary [5]. In
terms of this field, the Lagrangian of partially quenched
chiral perturbation theory appears as

2
L =% str(DAMEﬁME*) - )\str(mLE + Xtmy)

+ ,U,%(I)%. (®)]
The action of the covariant derivative D* is specified by
D,% =D, +i[B,, %] The parameter f is the chiral
limit value of the pion decay constant, and in our normal-
ization, f = 0.13 GeV. The above Lagrangian contains
only the lowest-order terms in an expansion in quark
mass mgp, and meson momentum squared k2. The periodic
meson fields contained in the 12-by-12 matrix ¢ are real-
ized nonlinearly, 3 = exp(2i¢/f). The matrix ¢ has the
form

Mvv Mvs X;U
¢ = Mxv st /\/gS
ng ng Mgg

(6)

The mesons of M,,,, (M,,) are bosonic and are formed from
a valence (ghost) quark-antiquark pair. These matrices
have the form

u u u +
Moo Mor M2 o oo\
u u u + +
Mo M M2 T 771+2
J— u u u
My, =1m% 75 0% 77[211 7752 , and
Kﬂ'lo Ty T M M2
Ty Ty Ty ”’llzil 77312 /
Su ~u U ~+ ~+
( Moo o1 Moz 77'0+1 77(12
S S S ~ ~
Mo M M2 7T£r1 771+2
— U = u S u il fad
Mg, =1 1% 031 T» 731 77(212
Ty T Ty ”1(111 77(112/
Ty T Ty My M

The n{; (7};) mesons have quark content {; ~ ¢,; (7{; ~
4iq;), while the 77 (7;;) mesons have quark content 7;; ~

u;d; (ﬁ; ~ it;d;). The valence-sea (sea-sea) mesons are

bosonic and contained in M, (M) as
M. = ( ¢ju0 ¢ju| d)juz d)jd] d)jdz )’ and
v lug luy d)luz d)ldl ¢ld2
M, = ( Tt )

Mesons contained in x,, (X,,) are built from ghost quark,
valence antiquark (sea antiquark) pairs and are thus fermi-
onic. These states appear as

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114505 (2008)

¢ﬂ0u0 ¢120u1 ¢ﬁ0u2 d)ﬁod] d)ﬂodz
¢ﬁ1u0 iUy d)ﬁluz ¢ﬁ1d1 it dy
Xgv = ¢ﬁzuo fipu Uy iiyd, wd, |, and
('Zl)gluo ¢31’41 ¢al”2 (’b‘zld] d)g]dz
dyug dyu, dyus drd, did,
d)ﬁoj (’bﬁol
aj  Pay
Xgs = d)ﬁzj ¢flzl
d’&.j ‘f’é,z
hi Py

Expanding the Lagrangian in Eq. (5) to lowest order, one
finds that mesons with quark content QQ’ have mass-
sqaured

4)

Thus in infinite volume all mesons fall into one of three
groups of mass degenerate states: valence-valence pions
mz = 8Am,/f?, valence-sea mesons mj, = 4A(m, +
m;)/f?, and sea-sea pions m3;, = 8Am;/f?. In partially
quenched simulations, one measures the valence-valence
and sea-sea pion masses. The valence-sea mass is given by
the average of the other two, up to possible discretization
errors that arise in hybrid actions.

The flavor singlet field, &, = 715 str¢p, additionally ac-

quires a mass t, which arises as a consequence of the
U(1), anomaly. Taking this mass to be large, the flavor
singlet field is then integrated out of partially quenched
chiral perturbation theory; however, the propagators of the
flavor-neutral fields deviate from simple pole forms
[22,23]. There are two useful simplifications to note:
twisted boundary conditions have no effect on the flavor-
neutral sector, and all valence-valence flavor-neutral states
are degenerate with mass m . For a,b = uq, u,, u,, dy, or
d,, the leading-order 7,7, propagator is thus given by

G 5 1 1 K+ mﬁj
a = b 5 :
M P+ mZ 2 (K> + m2)?

®)

The flavor-neutral propagator can be conveniently rewrit-

ten as
S 1
G"r]anb = k2 i m%- Hab(,(z + m%T); (9)
where
.7-[(A)——11+(2— 2)a A 10
ab - 5 mer mjj M . ( )

To include baryons into partially quenched chiral per-
turbation theory, one uses rank three flavor tensors [24—
27]. In SU(7|5), the spin-1 baryons are described by the
572-dimensional supermultiplet B while the spin—%
baryons are described by the 300-dimensional supermulti-

plet ’JAJ Zk [28]. The baryon flavor tensors are twisted at the
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boundary of the lattice. In the rth spatial direction, both
tensors satisfy boundary conditions of the form [7]

Bijk(x +eéL)= (eit%lT“)ii(emgTH)jj(eiagTa)kkBijk(x)-

an

Thus we define new tensors B* and 77 both having the
form

B i) = VIOVE@VE@B k). (12)

These baryon fields satisfy periodic boundary conditions,
and their free Lagrangian has the form

L = —i(Bv,D,B) - 2a,P(BBM,)
— 2B (BM,B) — 209 (BB) str(M.,)
—i(T v, D, T,)+AT,T,)

+2900NT M, T ) +2689(T , T ,) ste(M.,),
(13)

where v, = (0, 0, 0, i) is the Euclidean four-velocity in the
rest frame. Here we use the heavy baryon approximation,
where the residual baryon velocity, k/Mp, is treated as a
small parameter. In particular, our power counting treats
my/A, ~k/Mg~ A/Mp. The mass operator M is de-
fined by M, = L(etmyét + €myé), with € = V3, and
the covariant derivative acts on B and T p fields in the
same manner, namely

[D,B(x)]7* = [D,BI*x) + i(B, + Bl + BY)B*(x),
(14)

with
[D, Bl = o, Biik + (V) Bl + (= )ymCn+m)
X (V) Bk 4 (=)t m)mtmi () B,
(15)

where the vector field of mesons V u 18 given by 1% w= % X
(€D Mf* + ¢tD x&). This free Lagrangian contains a num-
ber of low-energy constants but has precisely the same
form as in the SU(4|2) partially quenched theory.
Restricting the baryon multiplets to the sea sector, so that
all flavor indices are either 6 or 7, we have nucleons and
deltas made only of sea quarks. Hence the matching con-
ditions are precisely the same as those used to match
SU(4|2) onto SU(2) by restricting the former to the sea
sector. The relations between the low-energy constants
appearing in Eq. (13) and those of SU(2) chiral perturba-
tion theory will not be needed here, but are given in [27].
The leading-order partially quenched interaction
Lagrangian between the baryons and mesons appears as

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114505 (2008)

L =2a(BS,BA,) +28(BS,A,B)

—2H(T,S,A,T,) + \EC[(:?VAVB)

+(BA,T )] (16)

where the effects of partial twisting show up in the axial-
vector field of mesons AM = j(fﬁuff - ffﬁﬂf). The
interaction Lagrangian has the same form as the SU(4|2)
theory of baryons, hence the matching conditions to SU(2)
are identical. The familiar low-energy constants of SU(2)
are identified as follows [27]: g4 = 3a — 1B, gay = —C,
and gan = H . Notice there is an extra free parameter in
the partially quenched interaction Lagrangian compared to
that of SU(2) chiral peturbation theory. We shall write our
expressions in terms of g4 and the combination g; = %a +
%,8. Dependence on g; must drop out in the QCD limit,
which, for the case at hand, requires both m; — m, and
L — oo.

III. NUCLEON MASS

To begin, we determine the nucleon mass in the presence
of partially twisted boundary conditions. In the isospin
limit of SU(4|2), the proton and neutron are degenerate
[27,29]. Flavor twisted boundary conditions, however,
break the valence flavor symmetry, hence the nucleons
are no longer degenerate. The nucleon mass splittings arise
from finite volume effects induced by the boundary con-
ditions. Effects of this type can be treated using chiral
perturbation theory at finite volume. We work in the
p-regime throughout, where m L > 1 so that zero modes
of the pion field do not become strongly coupled [30-32].
We estimate the size of the mass splittings on current-sized
lattices, and show that their effect can be neglected for the
determination of nucleon observables using twisted bound-
ary conditions.

In the infinite volume limit with B, held fixed, the
nucleon mass is unaffected by the boundary conditions.
This follows from a generalization of the argument pre-
sented for mesons in [5]. One merely realizes that the
nucleon propagators are not boosted in heavy baryon chiral
perturbation theory, because v, B, = 0. The remaining
momenta in a given diagram are mesonic, and are boosted
according to flavor. Now since there are no flavor changing
interactions, the sum of boosts at each vertex is zero. This,
along with v, B,, = 0, assures us we can always shift loop
momenta to cast any diagram into a form where the only
B-dependence is that from external momenta. These con-
tributions should be thought of as kinematical rather than
effects which arise in the loops from chiral dynamics. The
mass does not receive dynamical corrections from the
boundary conditions, but the energy depends on the exter-
nal momentum and has a kinematic dependence on the
boundary conditions, e.g. for a nucleon with lattice mo-
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mentum k

(k+B)2+_

Ey=My+
N N oM,

a7
where B = @/L, and ... denotes terms that are higher
order in 1/M . Here only one valence quark in the nucleon
has been twisted, and by an angle 8. When we try to apply
the same reasoning at finite volume, no shifts of the inter-
nal momenta are possible because the loop momenta are
discrete, while the twisting parameters are continuous.
Thus there is a dynamical dependence on the twisting
parameters arising from loops, and in finite volume, My
will depend upon B.

The mass of the nucleon in the chiral expansion can be
written in the form

My = My(p) — M (w) = MYP(w) + ..., (18)

where u is the renormalization scale, and M ,(\7) denotes the

contribution to the nucleon mass of order my. The linear
quark mass dependence arises from the local operators in
Eq. (13) at tree level, while the leading nonanalytic con-

tribution (O(mz/ ?) arises from the one-loop diagrams shown
in Fig. 1. The local interactions do not contribute to finite
volume effects, only the meson loops that are shown in the
figure. For periodic boundary conditions, the finite volume
effects on the nucleon mass have been determined in [33].
To express the finite volume corrections to the nucleon
mass with flavor twisted boundary conditions, we require
the mode sum

1 (k + B)?

K (m, B,A) = [wd/\[—
( ) 0 L’ ;[(k + B)*> + ,BZA]3/2
[ dk k2 ]
@m)* [k + 3121
with B3 = A*> + 2AA + m?, and k = 27n/L where n is a
triplet of integers. Evaluation of this function, as well as
other finite volume sums, is discussed in Appendix C.
Consider purely valence nucleon states with exactly one

twisted quark. These will be the only nucleons relevant in
the computation of matrix elements with twisted boundary

19)

,’X\

N 7 N

[ 20
[ 2l
-

[ 2

FIG. 1. Diagrams contributing to the nucleon mass and wave-
function renormalization in partially quenched chiral perturba-
tion theory. A thin (thick) line denotes a spin-1/2 (spin-3/2)
baryon, while a dashed line denotes a meson. Partially quenched
hairpins are depicted by a crossed dashed line.
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conditions. It is easiest to classify these states according to
their representations under the valence subgroup of the two
degenerate untwisted quarks. In our formulation, we must
set the twist angles for these quarks to zero by hand. There
is both a singlet, 1, and triplet, 3, representation for singly
twisted nucleons under the untwisted valence SU(2). For
the mass of a nucleon with one twisted valence quark in the
3 representation, we find the finite volume shift M, (B) is
given by2

1
8MN3 (B) = - z_fg{gerzNS K(mWJ 0’ 0)

+ g’ﬁMM XK(m,, B,0) + g?uNBM K(myj,, 0,0)
+ gﬁ‘ngN; :]C(mju, B, 0)

+ (gA + g1)2g-[uu(:]<(m'm 0) 0))

+ égiN[K(mw 0,A) + 5K(m,, B, A)

2K (m, 0, A) + 4K (m,,, B, A)]}. (20)

The effective axial couplings are defined by

1
Gonen, = 3 (8% T 22481 + 81/4),

1
821\/31\/3 = 3(8/24 — 8481 — 55’%/4),

20

g3 = l(4 242 + g%
JuN;Ny 3 8a 8481 T 81)

1
g;'zuN_;N_; = 58%-

On the other hand, for a nucleon in the 1 representation, we
find the finite volume shift My, (B) given by

1
T { 2, K, 0,0)

+ gﬁN,N, j((m’ﬁ’ B! 0) + gjz'uNlNl j((mju’ 0, O)
+ g./]%tN]Nl K(m/"f’ B’ 0) + (gA + gl)2

5MN1 (B) =

X H (K5, 0,0) + 3 3, [ Km0, 4)

+ K(my, B, A) + 25K (m;, 0, A)]}. (22)

The effective axial couplings for the singlet nucleon mass
are defined by

*Throughout we give expressions for finite volume shifts, A,
of observables, A. These are given by differences of finite
volume and infinite volume results, namely 6A = A(L) —
A(L = ).
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SN, = é(gi —dgagr — 11gi/4),

82N, = %(Sgi + 78481 — 83/4), o
SrunnN, = %(4(?% +2g481 + 780,

SN, = é(Sgi +4g,g, + g3/2).

In the limit B = 0, there is no difference between the
representations, and we recover accordingly the finite vol-
ume shift of the partially quenched nucleon mass [33]. In
the rest of this section, we work for simplicity at the unitary
mass point m; = m,, so that m3, = ms,.

We consider nucleon splittings for two cases that are of
interest in current matrix elements: rest frame kinematics,
and Breit frame kinematics. In the rest frame kinematics,
the initial nucleon is at rest, and hence completely un-
twisted. The final nucleon has been given a boost by twist-
ing one of the quarks by @. In this case, there are three mass
splittings among the various nucleons: that between the 3
and untwisted nucleon, that between the 1 and untwisted
nucleon, and that between the 3 and 1 nucleons. The
relative change in these splittings is given by

My, (B) — My

AM3 =
My

(24)

My = 0.25 [GeV]

0.000

-0.005

-0.010

AM;

-0.015

-0.020 - - - -
2.5 3.0 35 4.0 4.5 5.0

L [fm]
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1
= s {56 e+ /ALK, B.O
- K(mﬂ" 0’ 0)] + ngN[j((mW’ B’ A)
— K(m,, 0, A)]}, (25)
AM, = %}V_MN (26)
1
= _m{g(w&% + 11gag1 + g%/4)
X [K(m,, B,0) — K(m._,0,0)]
MK B2~ Km0, 0], @)
and
AM;_ = MNg(B)M My, (B) 28)
N

25 3.0 35 4.0 45 50

L [fm]

my = 0.25 [GeV]

AM;_,

-0.04 -
2.5 3.0

FIG. 2 (color online).

35 4.0 4.5 5.0

L [fm]

Numerical estimates for the maximal nucleon splittings at finite volume, AM3, AM,, and AM;_ given in

Egs. (24), (26), and (28), respectively. We plot each relative splitting as a function of L with the lattice pion mass fixed at m, =
0.25 GeV. The twist angles are fixed at @ = 77(1, 1, 1) to give the maximal splittings. The bands arise from variation of the parameter

g1 assuming naturalness, specifically we assume —2 = g; = 2.
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1
T 52
2f"My

1

{— 5(10gi + 14g.81 — 81/2)
2

X [K(m,, B,0) — K(m,,0,0)] + ggi,v

X [K(m.,, B, A) — K(m..,0, A)]}, (29

respectively.

On the other hand, for the Breit frame kinematics the
initial-state nucleon has one quark twisted by @, while the
final-state nucleon has one quark twisted by —@. The finite
volume modification given by the function K (m, B, A) in
Eq. (19) is even with respect to B. Thus initial and final-
state nucleons in the same representation of the untwisted
SU(2) are degenerate. The only nonvanishing splitting is
between the different representations, but on account of
evenness in B, this splitting is identical to AM;_; given
above in Eq. (28).

Numerically we can estimate the nucleon splittings by
using phenomenological input for the low-energy con-
stants: g4 = 1.25, gay = 1.5, A =0.29 GeV, My =
0.94 GeV, and f = 0.13 GeV. For the unknown partially
quenched axial coupling g, we assume it is of natural size
and vary it within the range —2 = g; = 2. Each of the
mass splittings AM3, AM;, and AM;_; is a maximum
when 0 = 7(1, 1, 1). We choose this value for # to inves-
tigate the worst case scenario. In Fig. 2, we investigate the
relative mass splittings” dependence on L for a fixed value
of m ., which is chosen to be 0.25 GeV. Values shown for
the maximal splittings are all less than 5%. We will thus
neglect the nucleon splittings in our analysis below.’

IV. NUCLEON ISOVECTOR FORM FACTORS

Electromagnetic form factors appear in vector current
matrix elements of the nucleon. In terms of Dirac and Pauli
form factors denoted by F)(Q?) and FY(Q?), respectively,
the nucleon current matrix element has the decomposition

(NP N (P)) = u(ﬂ)[m? 2

- Ty |y o)
where Q, = (P’ — P), is the momentum transfer. In
QCD, the electromagnetic current is given as Ji" =
quiyuu + qqdy,d. In heavy baryon chiral perturbation
theory, the decomposition of the current appears in terms
of the Sachs electric and magnetic form factors, Gg’ (0%
and G},(Q?), i.e. one has

?Additionally partially twisted isospin splittings in the meson
sector have been shown to be negligible on current sized lattices
[13]. The same is true of the infrared renormalization of the twist
angles. These effects will hence also be neglected.
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(N, (PO, (P)) = uu[vucmg%

. [S,Lu SV]QV

GO [ ()

with the relations
2
4M?

G (Q%) = FY'(Q%) + FY(Q7).
We have appended velocity subscripts in Eq. (31) for
clarity. The u,, are two-component Pauli spinors.

To calculate these form factors with twisted boundary
conditions on the lattice, one writes the current matrix
element in terms of the various quark contractions with
the electromagnetic current. The propagators coupling to
the current in each contraction we call the active quark
propagators. These are the propagators determined with
twisted boundary conditions. Omitted from this calculation
are the current insertions on quark lines that are self-
contracted. These disconnected contributions are notori-
ously difficult to calculate using lattice QCD. This diffi-
culty notwithstanding, their contributions cannot be
modified to produce continuous momentum transfer be-
tween the initial and final-state hadron. As with present-
day lattice calculations, we too will omit these contribu-
tions but with the caveat that their eventual inclusion will
be limited to hadrons with Fourier momentum modes of
the lattice.

Now we discuss precisely how to calculate the con-
nected part of the nucleon form factors in the effective
theory. To specialize to the application of twisted boundary
conditions on the active quarks, we must separate the
current into two pieces,

GF(Q*) = FY(Q%) + FY(Q%) (32)

(33)

Th = quityy i (34)

J2 = qudayy,d,. (35)

By evaluating matrix elements of J}L with 0 = 0, 0" =
0', and J2 with ¢ = 6, 0'Y = @', both currents induce
momentum transfer from P = @/L to P’ = @'/L. First let
us consider proton matrix elements. Considering the quark-
level contractions, we find

3
§<N1(uu2d1)|J}L I[Ny (uuydi)) ga—y
1
+ E<N3(uu2d1)|Jl1L|N3(uu1d1)>|0d:0

L—o00
+ (N3 (uudy) 175 IN3 (uud,)y = (p(POIIG p(P))connectea-
(36)
The subscripts on N refer to the representation under

untwisted isospin, and parenthetically we list the quark
content. We treat the active quark twists as implicit: each
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is from an initial quark, u; or d;, with twist @ to a final
quark, u, or d,, with twist 6. We stress that Eq. (36)
provides the effective field theory recipe for calculating
what is implemented on the lattice by twisting the active
quarks. For the neutron there is a similar construction;
however, it is easiest to appeal to charge symmetry (isospin
rotation by 77/2) from which follows the relation

(PTG In(P)) = (p(POTE p(PD)g, g, (BT)

In partially quenched QCD, the current is defined by
Ji, = Qy u 9%Q. The choice of supermatrices 9% used to
extend the charges is not unique [34]. One should choose a
form of the supermatrices that maintains the cancellation
of valence and ghost quark loops with an operator insertion
[35]. For the flavor changing currents we consider, the
simplest  choice (Ql)ij =q,036,, and (Qz)ij =
440504 results in the correct physics. This is because
operator self-contractions automatically vanish; thus, any
nonzero charges in the ghost sector must ultimately yield
zero, and consequently would be superfluous. Charges in
the sea, while not superfluous, are absent due to restricting
to the connected part of three-point functions.

Operators that contribute at tree-level to the electromag-
netic currents in SU(2) chiral perturbation theory are con-
tained in the Lagrangian

.E = - zlll‘;(])v (N[Sp,’ SV]N) tr(Q,)FMV
Iy -
- 2MN (N[S,u,J SV]Q,N)F/LV

- % (NN) tr(Q)v,0,F,,
X

Cy

- A—i(NQN)vMGVF

(38)

p

where Q = diag(q,, q,) is the electric charge matrix. The
operators with coefficients u, and w; give the leading
local contributions to the magnetic moments, while the
operators with coefficients ¢y and c¢; give the leading local
contributions to the electric charge radii. Operators for the
magnetic radii occur at one higher order than the leading
loop contributions. The combination § s + 5 u; is isosca-
lar, while u; is isovector. Analogous linear combinations
of ¢ and ¢; form isoscalar and isovector contributions to
the charge radius. In writing down the analogous terms in
the partially quenched chiral Lagrangian, one simply re-
places Q with Q. Because of the condition str(Q“) = 0,
we see that there will be missing information in the par-
tially quenched theory: there will only be operators where
Q¢ transforms under the adjoint, because of the lack of
singlet component. This is the effective theory manifesta-
tion of neglecting the disconnected contributions.
Consequently we will not be sensitive to the isoscalar
combination low-energy constants.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114505 (2008)

To consider the baryon current in partially twisted,
partially quenched chiral perturbation theory, we promote
Q¢ from the specific form used in our calculations to the
most general form transforming under both the adjoint and
singlet of SU(7|5). The baryon current has the form

835, =~ sa D BLS,. 5,18
+ MBDAV(B[S}L’ SV]QaB)
+ uy Dy (BIS,., S,1B) str(Q2)}
- 5 (ealD,D,(Bu, BOY) — D(Bv,B2°)]
X
+ cglD,D,(Bv,0°B) — D*(Bv, 0" B)]
+¢,[D,D,(Bv,B) — D*(Bv,B)]str(29)}. (39)

Restricting all quark indices in Eq. (39) to the sea sector,
we can match onto the nucleon current of two-flavor chiral
perturbation theory in Eq. (38). Matching with the physical
light quark charges yields the relations

2 1
“Ha— 3 g (40)

1 2
= _ + = + , =
Mo 6Ma Mg T My My 3 3

3

2 1
—C‘a—§C'B, (41)

Co=—_-Cq T 50ty c1=3

6 3
between the partially quenched low-energy constants and
the physical parameters of chiral perturbation theory.
Because our current lacks a flavor singlet component,
str(Q“) = 0, the constants w, and c, will always be
absent from our expressions for nucleon current matrix
elements. Consequently only the isovector combinations
will be expressible in terms of physical parameters, spe-
cifically p; and c;. The isoscalar combinations will always
contain unphysical low-energy constants even at the uni-
tary mass point m; = m,,.

A. Infinite volume

A useful check on our formulation of current matrix
elements for partially twisted boundary conditions is the
infinite volume limit. In this limit, we must recover the
connected parts of the proton and neutron form factors.
These results, moreover, show the consequences of vanish-
ing sea quark charges, and are of use to lattice practitioners
beyond the use of twisted boundary conditions.

The calculation of the current matrix elements in Eq.
(36) can be split into two parts. There are local contribu-
tions and loop contributions. The local terms are easiest:
there are Born-level charge couplings contained in the free
Lagrangian (13), and there are additional local contribu-
tions from higher-order operators appearing in the baryon
current (39). The loop contributions are generated from the
pion-nucleon-nucleon and pion-nucleon-delta interactions
contained in the Lagrangian Eq. (16). The relevant dia-
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grams are depicted in Fig. 3. Additionally at this order, we
need to multiply the Born-level couplings by the wave-
function renormalization which arises from the diagrams in
Fig. 1.

To express the form factors, we define the three momen-
tum transfer Q = ¢ + B’ — B, and the quantity

— 02
P, = M (42)
mg,
Q2
GHQ%) =2q, + q,+ W[QM(S% +2cp) + qulcy +4cp)l+—
X
L]
(4mf)?
6giN
(4mf)?*

2
B[ T3Py 8 ) = T A, ) + 3601 = 900G P ) |}

The coefficients from contributing loop mesons are given
by

X e e
v ! / \ / \

FIG. 3. Diagrams contributing to the nucleon vector current in
partially quenched chiral perturbation theory. A thin (thick) line
denotes a spin-1/2 (spin-3/2) baryon, while a dashed line
denotes a meson. Partially quenched hairpins are depicted by a
crossed dashed line and the wiggly line represents the vector
current.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114505 (2008)

Here we are additionally considering the nucleon with
Fourier momentum transfer ¢ = 27n/L, where n is a
triplet of integers. Expressing the form factors in terms
of @, we can have generalized to a generic case between
the untwisted case B = B’ = 0, and the case of zero lattice
momentum g = 0. In infinite volume, all results can be
expressed as a function of Q.

For the proton, the local and loop contributions produce
the connected part of the electric form factor

2

f dx(2Qu+Qd){ 0% log—~ jlt+m5LtP3u10ng2'u}

2
@mf)?

m2

1 5 m2 3
/;) a’x{,B,TI:— ng log? + m2(2 — 5P%) logP%TjI + Bju[ ~0? log ’ +m3, (2 — 5P§u)10ngui|}

fo 1 dx{,BQ,I:J(mﬂPW A p) = J(mg, A, ) + %x(l ~ 0@ GlmPr, A)]

(43)

[

1
B = —g(gi —ga81 + 81/ Mg, — qa),
(44)

1
Bju = — 5(483; + 28481 + 8)qu — 58%%’
for loops containing spin-1/2 intermediate state baryons,
and

1 1
By = _6(% — qa), = §(Qu +2q4),  (45)

for loop containing spin-3/2 intermediate state baryons.
From the pion coefficients, one can clearly see the photon’s
coupling to the total charge of the pion, g, — g,. The
valence-sea meson coefficients, however, reflect that the
photon couples to only the valence quarks. The connected
part of the proton magnetic form factor is given by

Gl (Q?) — 3[%(5% F2up) + qulpa + 4inp)]

t oot [ didBam P+ B ]

MBgAN /
4772 C f A BLF(m, P, A)

wuF (mj P, M) (46)

In writing the above expressions we have made use of
abbreviations for the nonanalytic functions encountered
from loop graphs. These functions are

2

m

+ V82 — m? log

F(m, 8) =

82 —m? +is

8+ V6% — m? +zs

(47)
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2

m
G(m,5)=10g@
1) S — V862 —m?+i
- log T 4y
52—m2 5+\/52—m2+i8

J(m, 8, u) = m? log— — 28 log— + 26V 6% — m?

2 _
%1 1) m? + ie (49)
5+\/52—m +is

c,0? n 2

GHO*) =1 +W W

1 5 2 2
X f dx[— 6Q2 log—mg + m%(2 — 5P%) logP%T] — _San
0 w

+ %x(l — )0G(m. P, A)].

Compared to full electric form factor, the connected con-
tribution has the wrong coefficients for the tadpole and
delta loop contributions. It depends, moreover, on the
unphysical low-energy constants ¢, and g, which survive
as artifacts of quenching the sea quark charges. The situ-
ation is similar with respect to the connected contribution
to the proton magnetic form factor

1
G11174(Q2) = Eﬂa 36 f2

1
X / dxm P —
0
(52)

Compared to the full magnetic form factor the delta con-
|

(llgA +ga81 t 5g1/4)

Mpgi
5 zij; f dxF(m,P,, A).

2

1 1 2
f dx{— 0? logm—g + m2.P% logP%T} -
o 6 “

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114505 (2008)

and have been renormalized to vanish in the chiral limit.
The neutron electric and magnetic form factors can be
deduced from the above expressions by swapping the
electric charges

GHQ?) = GL(@)y, g, and G}(Q%) =Gy(Q@)]y, .y,
(50)
Let us focus first on the connected proton form factors at
the unitary mass point m; = m,. Using the physical va-
lence quark charges, we have the connected proton electric
form factor

1
W(llg% +8a81 T 5g%/4)

1
[ dx[J(mﬂPm A w) — Jmy A, )
0

(4mf)
D

|
tribution does not have the correct numerical factor, and
the result depends on unphysical parameters w, and g.

Connected neutron form factors suffer analogous mal-
adies as the reader can easily verify. By contrast, the
isovector form factors have the correct form. These form
factors are defined as the difference between proton and
neutron form factors

£(Q%) = GL(Q) — GL(Q?), (53)

V(0% = Gy(Q%) — G (0. (54)

In the isospin limit, the disconnected operator insertion
must cancel out of the isovector combinations. Using the
connected form factors for the proton and neutron, we find

2
v 2\ Q 2 1 1 2 m]u ) >
GL(Q )_1+CIA_§(+W[0 dx{gQ 10gM 5+ mj3, P5,logPs,
: l 2 5 021007 + m2 2 2 2 2 ?u
_Wj; dx{ngN[_EQ log’uz+mﬂ(2_5Pw)logPW]+gjuNN[ Q 10g +m (2 SP )IOngu]}
_ 283w

(4mf)?

[1 dx{J(mWPw, A w)—Jm,, A w)+ gx(l —x)0*G(m P, A)

[J(m P 1) = Ty A, )+ (1= QG P |} (55)

where we have abbreviated the combination of couplings
Srvn = 483 —4ga81 + &1,

) ) (56)
=8¢y t4ga81 — &1

2
8juNN

These appear as effective axial couplings squared for pion
and valence-sea meson loops in partially quenched chiral
perturbation theory after summing over degenerate me-
sons. The partially quenched isovector magnetic form

[
factor is
GX/I(QZ):,U«I 2[ dx[gmva P +g]uNijtuu]
247 f
M
- BgzMé/ de:F(m,TPﬂ,A)
1272 = Jo
1
+§F(m]u ju’A)] (57)
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These partially quenched form factors agree with those
determined in SU(4|2) partially quenched chiral perturba-
tion theory [27,36]. The local contributions are now pro-
portional to u; and ¢, which are physical parameters. Both
of these partially quenched form factors, however, depend
on the unphysical coupling g;. Taking the valence-sea
meson to be degenerate with the pion, mj, = m7, this
dependence disappears because g7y + grny = 12¢5. It
is only in this limit that the isovector form factors repro-
duce the correct QCD physics.4 For completeness, the
nucleon isovector form factors resulting from taking

2 = 2
mj, = mz are

Gy =1+ 2 fld I:IQzlo U
E "N T Gap? Jo Tle¥ %2

243

(4

1 5 2
X [ dx[— ~Q? logm—g + m2(2 — 5P2)
0 6 u

+ P logP, |

X 1ogP2] —ﬂf dx[J(m P A w)
T 3@wf)? Jo o

g, A, ) + 2 x(1 = 002G m P, A)],

(58)
for the isovector electric, and
2 2
_ 8aMp /' Mggiy
GY,(0?) = - d P_—
M(Q ) M 27Tf2 0 XM n 9772f2
1
X [ dxF(m_ P, A), 59)
0

for the isovector magnetic form factor. These results agree
with the standard two-flavor chiral perturbation theory
calculations in the literature [37,38].

B. Finite volume

We now evaluate the matrix elements contributing to the

connected part of the proton current in Eq. (36) in finite
|

1
Zm:i

+5g71/4)[T (m7,0,0) + T (my, B',0)] = 33, [T (m, 0, 8) + T (m, B, A)J} +

1 1 1 1
(pmloilp.m) =25 [ da] T1an,Pr x0) =5 Tyalone,0) =3 Talms, B | =

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114505 (2008)

volume. This requires us to revisit the computation of the
wavefunction renormalization diagrams shown in Fig. 1,
and the form factor diagrams shown in Fig. 3. Additionally
there are new contributing diagrams which are displayed in
Fig. 4. These diagrams ordinarily vanish in infinite volume
by Lorentz invariance. Furthermore at finite volume with
periodic boundary conditions, these diagrams also vanish
but by the remnant discrete rotational symmetry (cubic
invariance). With continuous twist angles, however, these
diagrams do not vanish and are required in our computa-
tion of current matrix elements.

Resulting expressions for the temporal and spatial com-
ponents of the current are quite lengthy and are displayed
in their entirety in Appendix A. For ease, the expressions
given in this section will employ various simplifications.
First we work at the unitary mass point, mj, = mZ. We will
focus on the connected proton result, as well as the iso-
vector combination of finite volume matrix elements.
Additionally as Lorentz symmetry is not respected at finite
volume, the form factor decomposition in infinite volume
is no longer valid, see [39], for example. With twisted
boundary conditions, we find the temporal component of
the current acquires spin dependence at finite volume.
Similarly the spatial components of the current acquire
spin diagonal terms. These terms are displayed in
Appendix A, while the expressions presented here will
either be unpolarized for the temporal component, or the
difference of polarized matrix elements in the case of the
spatial components. Last the results in Appendix A are for
a general frame of reference in which the initial state
moves with momentum @/L, and the final state moves
with @'/L. The expressions given in this section will be
specific to either the rest frame, in which @ = 0, or the
Breit frame, in which @ = —6'.

1. Rest frame

In the rest frame, the momentum transfer is given by
Q = ¢q + B'. The finite volume modifications to proton
current matrix elements are given by

1
sz{(”gi + 8481
1
6/

1
X fo dx[(11g3 + gag1 + 581/4) T (m, P, 0,0, x0,0) — 3g3yT (m,P,,0,0,x0, A)], (60)

for the unpolarized time-component of the current; and,

>This point is often overlooked, particularly in mixed action simulations which are automatically partially quenched. In a mixed
action simulation, the valence and sea pion masses are tuned in order to mitigate unitarity violations. The valence-sea meson mass,
however, is not protected from additive renormalization and is degenerate with the pion only in the strict continuum limit.
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N N 1/’\\ 1/—\
{X\\‘ JIX\\‘ J/X\\ J/X\\

: 3 5 :

FIG. 4. Additional diagrams contributing to the nucleon vector current in finite volume PQ yPT. Diagram elements are the same as
those in Fig. 3. In the infinite volume limit, these diagrams vanish by Lorentz invariance.

1 1 . 2 .
{p, *|8J:|p, ¥y = 7 =[S, Sj]|:>{6ki§(13g§ + 11gug, + g3/H XK/ (m,, B',0) — Bki%ﬂﬂ(mm B', A)

w20 [ 016+ gy + 563/ L0n,P,.0.0.50.0) + S 63y L, P1,0.0.50.8) |}
0
(61

for the spatial components. We have chosen spin-flip matrix elements; these are simply related to differences of spin
polarized matrix elements.
The finite volume corrections to isovector matrix elements, we write out similarly.

1 1 1 1 1
3 Z (p, m|8J; |n, m) = 2 j;) dxl:]l/2(m77'P7r’ xQ) — 511/2("177, 0) — 511/2("177, B’)] -

m=x

3

2 {gi[i (m., 0,0)

+ T(m.. B 0)] - g GAN[T (m,, 0,A) + T (m,, B, A)]} + %

! 4
X L dx[gij(mﬂpﬂ'r 0y Q» XQ) 0) _§giNt.7(m7TP7T’ 0’ Q? xQ’ A)]’ (62)
for the unpolarized time-component of the current; and,

1 . 1 .
<p’ ila]ﬂ”r I> = F i”:Sk’ Sj]|:>{28kl(g,% + gAgl)Kj(mw’ Blr 0) + 3ij; dxl:g,%\‘ﬁjl(mwpw’ 0’ Q’ XQ, 0)

+ o By L. 0.0.50, A)]}, 63)

for the spin-flip spatial current.

2. Breit frame

In the Breit frame, we choose B’ = — B and the momentum transfer is thus given by Q = ¢ — 2B. The finite volume
modifications to proton current matrix elements are given by

1 1 1 _
(p, m|8J4lp, m) = 7 j;) dx[1I,,(m,P,,xQ + B) — I,/,(m,, B)] — 6—]02[(115’% + 8481 T 5¢1/4) T (m, B,0)

N[ =

m==

_ 1 1
_ SgZANj(mW, B, A)]+ 6—f2 [0 dx[(11g% + g8, + 5¢3/4)T(m,P,, B,Q + B, xQ + B,0)

—3g3yJ(m,P,, B, O+ B xQ + B, A)] (64)

for the unpolarized time component of the current; and,
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_ 1 _ 2 ) g .
(p, l8Jilp, ) = ]T2<i|[sk: Sj]|+>{_5ki§(13g,%\ + 1lgag1 + g%/4)‘7<](m7rr B,0) + 8ki%j<](mm B, A)

1
6
3
2

for the spatial components.

1 ..
+ —ijo dx[(ugg, + gng1 +5¢2/4) Li(m, P, B,Q + B,xQ + B,0)

+ g3y L (m, P, B,Q+ B xQ + B, A)]} (65)

The isovector current matrix elements can similarly be derived in the Breit frame. For the time component of the current,

we have

1 1 1 3 _ 4 _
3 Z (p, m|8J] |n, m) = 7 [0 dx[I,/,(m,P,,xQ + B) — I,,5(m,, B)] — ]Tz[gf\j(mm B, 0) — §g2ANj(m7T, B, A)]

1 4
+f% j dX[giJ(mem B,Q + B, xQ + B,0) — §giNj(mWP7,, B,Q + B, xQ + B, A)].
0

(66)

Finally, the spatial isovector current has the spin-flip finite volume corrections given by

_ 1 _ .
(p, =|8J ] |n,+)= ]72<i|[5k, Sj]|+>{_43ki(gi + 8481) K/ (m,, B,0)

1 3 5
+ 3Qk[0 dxlig%ﬁf’(mﬂ.Pw, B,Q0 + B,xQ + B,0) + %giNﬁf’(mem B,Q0 + B, xQ + B, A):I} (67)

C. Numerical estimates

To estimate the effect of finite volume corrections, we
use phenomenological input for the various coupling con-
stants. The values we use have been listed above in Sec. III.
We restrict our attention to isovector quantities and nu-
merically evaluate the corrections in the rest frame. We
will comment on the qualitative behavior of volume cor-
rections in the Breit frame.

Consider first the finite volume corrections to the iso-
vector electric form factor G%(QQ).5 To access this form
factor, we use unpolarized matrix elements of the time
component of the current. We find

Gp(Q% L) = GH(Q%) + 8.[GE(0%)] (68)

where G¥%(Q?) is the infinite volume form factor given by
Eq. (58), and 8,[G¥%(Q?)] is the finite volume correction
which is identical to the unpolarized matrix element in Eq.
(62). Here we work with the momentum transfer entirely
due to twisting Q = B’ = 0'/L, and take @’ to lie along
one spatial direction. Notice the finite volume correction to
the isovector electric form factor is independent of any
unphysical parameters, in particular, the coupling g,. The
infinite volume isovector electric form factor depends on
the parameter ¢;(w), the value of which can be inferred
from the charge radii of the proton and neutron. Using the

SStrictly speaking there are no longer electric and magnetic
form factors on a torus as the decomposition in Eq. (30) relies on
Lorentz invariance. We will use electric (magnetic) to denote
quantities calculated from the temporal (spatial) component of
the current with the appropriate spin structure.

Particle Data Group averages [40], we find ¢;(u =
1 GeV) = —0.393. In Fig. 5, we plot the relative change
in the isovector electric form factor due to volume effects
AGY, defined by

Gy(Q% L) — G4(0?)
G3(0%)

Here we keep the box size fixed at 2.75 fm, and plot versus

the twisting angle 6'. Qualitatively the finite volume effect

oscillates about the infinite volume form factor as €' is

increased. The oscillations are damped, but this behavior is

apparent at momentum transfers too large to trust the
effective theory. There are no finite size effects at 6/ = 0

AGH(Q* L) =

(69)

my=0.25 [GeV]

0.02

0.01

AGY

0.0 \_/

-0.01F

-0.02
0

FIG. 5 (color online). Relative change in the isovector electric
form factor due to twisted boundary conditions in the rest frame.
Plotted versus the twisting angle 0’ is AG%(Q?, L) given in Eq.
(69). The lattice size L is fixed at 2.75 fm, and the momentum
transfer is |Q| = /L = 0’ X 0.072 GeV.
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My = 0.30 [GeV]

my = 0.35 [GeV]

FIG. 6 (color online).

97

Relative change in the isovector magnetic form factor due to twisted boundary conditions in the rest frame.

Plotted versus the twisting angle 6’ is AGY,(Q?, L) given in Eq. (72). The lattice size L is fixed at 2.75 fm, and the momentum transfer
is|Q| = ¢'/L = 6’ X 0.072 GeV. The bands arise from uncertainty in the low-energy constant g, which we take to be of natural size,

—2=g =2

because of charge nonrenormalization (which holds due to
treating the time direction as infinite). The results are
shown for m, = 0.25 GeV and the finite volume effects
are generally at the percent level or less. The effect of finite
volume is of course smaller for larger pion masses.
Considering the spatial components of the current, we
can determine the magnetic form factor. Additionally there
are volume corrections to the spatial current, and the net
effect has the form
Gy(Q% L) = Gy(Q@%) + 8.[Gy(@)]  (70)
where G¥,(Q?) is the infinite volume form factor given by
Eq. (59) and 8,[GY,(Q?)] is the finite volume correction,
which follows from Eq. (63). Choosing for simplicity B’ =
B'y, and utilizing the £ component of the current between
an initial-state spin-up and final-state spin-down, we have

_2 3MN

M A
B/sz (g,24 + gAgl):](z(mW) Bly) O) + 7

8.[Gy (0] =

1
X j dx[ &2 L3(m,P,,0,B'9, xB'5,0)
0

2
+ §giN£33(m,TP,T, 0, B'$, xB'y, A)]. (71)

Notice this volume correction depends on the unphysical
coupling g; which arises as a consequence of having

enlarged the valence flavor group. The infinite volume
isovector magnetic form factor depends upon the parame-
ter ;; which we can estimate using the known values of the
proton and neutron magnetic moments. We find u; =
6.77. In Fig. 6, we plot the relative change in the isovector
magnetic form factor due to volume effects AG}, defined
by

Gy(Q° L) — Gj(Q%)

(@)

Again we keep the box size fixed at 2.75 fm, and plot
versus the twisting angle 6’. Because the effect is non-
negligible, we choose a few values of the pion mass. The
result, moreover, is sensitive to the value of g; which has
been varied assuming natural size, —2 = g; = 2. In Fig. 7,
we compare the extracted form factor at finite volume
GY,(Q? L) with the infinite volume form factor G%,(Q?)
as a function of Q% = ¢>/L?. In this figure, we keep the
lattice size at 2.75 fm, and fix the pion mass to be 0.25 GeV.
Furthermore, we choose the value of g; favored by com-

paring with SU(3) chiral perturbation theory, namely
g =2(F—D)= —05°

AGY(Q% L) = (72)

%One could calculate g, directly by determining the axial
couplings of hyperons in the SU(3) limit (and in the chiral
regime). The first lattice calculation of hyperon axial charges
has been recently performed [41], but naturally with a focus on
SU(3) breaking.
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my = 0.25 [GeV]

FIG. 7 (color online). Comparison of finite volume and infinite
volume isovector magnetic form factors. Plotted as functions of
Q? are the infinite volume form factor G%(Q?), and finite
volume form factor GY,(Q?, L). The lattice size is 2.75 fm, and
the value of the unknown axial coupling has been fixed to g; =
—0.5.

Last we comment on the size of volume corrections in
the Breit frame. Comparing the expressions for the iso-
vector electric form factor in the rest frame Eq. (62), and
the Breit frame Eq. (66), we see that all factors depending
on B but not Q are doubled in the Breit frame. This is due
to the symmetry under the exchange of the initial and final-
state twists: the finite volume functions are even. Because
there is some cancellation among the contributions to the
finite volume electric form factor in the rest frame, we can
anticipate that the finite volume corrections in the Breit
frame will generally be of the same size. For the magnetic
form factor, comparing Eqs. (63) and (67) shows similarly
that the effect from the XK/ terms doubles. While this
function is odd with respect to argument, terms from the
initial and final states add coherently because there is a
relative sign from the spin algebra. Because empirically we
observe the dominant volume correction arises from the
XK term, the volume effect for the magnetic form factor
will roughly double in magnitude in the Breit frame. Given
that the coefficient of this term depends upon the unphys-
ical and unknown parameter g;, the Breit frame does not
offer an advantage over the rest frame. A lattice calculation
of g, is necessary to control the systematic uncertainty
from volume effects in this approach. This is not the case
for isospin-twisted boundary conditions [12], see
Appendix B.

V. SUMMARY

In this work, we compute finite volume modifications
induced by partially twisted boundary conditions. We uti-
lize heavy baryon chiral perturbation theory in finite vol-
ume. Baryons are embedded into representations of
SU(7|5), where the extra flavors are fictitious, and differ
only in their boundary conditions. The nucleon mass split-
tings are determined, and demonstrated to be negligible on
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current-sized lattices. The main focus of our work is the
derivation of finite volume corrections to the vector current
matrix elements of the nucleon. Continuous momentum is
inserted on the active valence quark lines using flavor
changing currents in the enlarged flavor group.
Disconnected operator insertions cannot be accessed at
continuous momentum using this technique, and our cal-
culation is therefore restricted to connected current inser-
tions. Isospin breaking and cubic symmetry breaking lead
to various structures not encountered in infinite volume.
We give complete expressions for finite volume current
matrix elements using general kinematics. To estimate the
size of these corrections, we choose rest frame kinematics,
and consider both the spatial and temporal components of
the current. Generally the volume corrections lead to os-
cillatory behavior about the infinite volume answer. In the
region of small twist angles, the volume effects can be-
come rather pronounced due to terms that break cubic
symmetry. To extract the isovector magnetic moment and
electromagnetic radii from lattice data at zero Fourier
momentum, careful determination of volume effects will
be required. This is complicated by the dependence on an
unphysical and unknown axial coupling g,. As shown in
Appendix B, a different implementation of twisted bound-
ary conditions can eliminate this dependence. In this im-
plementation, there are no fictitious flavors, rather the
isospin transition is simulated directly. Compared to the
meson sector, the baryon sector appears more susceptible
to volume corrections due to partial twisting. The Breit
frame kinematics do not simplify or reduce the volume
corrections. Partial twisting provides a novel way to probe
any isovector nucleon matrix element at continuous values
of momentum transfer. The formalism developed here
allows one to compute finite volume modifications to these
observables, and thereby control the extraction of mo-
ments, radii, etc., from lattice QCD data.
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APPENDIX A: FINITE VOLUME CURRENT
MATRIX ELEMENTS

In this appendix, we list the finite volume corrections to
nucleon current matrix elements. For ease of presentation,
we remove the Pauli spinors. Here we work in a general
frame where the initial-state nucleon has momentum B =
6/L, and the final-state nucleon has momentum B’ + ¢,
where ¢ is a Fourier momentum mode of the lattice and
B’ = 0'/L. Here we list only the proton matrix elements as
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a function of ¢, and g,. One can use charge symmetry, g, < ¢, to deduce the neutron matrix elements. As explained in
the main text, each result includes only the connected part of the matrix elements.
The finite volume modification to the time-component of the current matrix element in Eq. (36) reads

1 n 1 1
011 = 5 [ dx2q, + 4. TipmuPy xQ + B) = 5 T1alons B) =5 Tyalon, ) |

_ 3
2f2
1 - - 3 _ _

+ EgﬁN3N3 (j(mju’ B, O) + J(mjw B/) O)):I + Equl:g%-erNlj(mm 0, O) + g?uNlNl L7(’71]'10 0, 0)

1 1 _
5 8 (T 7 BLO) + Ty, BLO) + 2 R, (T BO)+ Ty, B, 0))]

1 - _ 1 _ _
{(‘M + Equ>|:g3ﬂv31\l3\7(m7rv 0,0) + gjz-MN3N3j(mju, 0,0) + Eggj\@[v}(j(mm B,0) + j(mm B',0))

2

+ (qd + %qu>%[3(mﬂ, 0,A) +27(m0, 0, A) + %(j(m,,, B A)+ T(m,, B, A)
+ 2T (mju B, A) + T(m,,. B A))]

2
4 @ qu)&%l:j(mm 0,A) +2.7(my0, 0, A) + %(j(mﬁ, BA)+ 7(m., B, A))]}

3 1 — 1 _
+ 2—fz{<61d + 5%)[8371\/31\135(’”77’ 0,0) + g(gfx — 2181 — &1/2(T(m, B,0)
+ L_7(m77; B/) 0)) + gjz'uNstj(mju) 0) O)]
3 - 1
+ Equl:g%-NlN]j(mﬂ" 0’ O) + _(g,24 + 5gAgl - gl/z)(j(mﬂ" B O) + j(mﬂ" Bl O)) + gleN1 (mjw 0 0)]

@ (90 + 50) (5 700 0.8) + 5(T 000 B.2) + Tmp, B, 8)) + 5 T0m,,0.8)

" %q(% T, 0,8) + 5 (T ny, B,A) + Tlom, B, A) + 2 Ty, 0 A))]}

- f%[s -0, 5] /1 dx[B,J!(m P, B,xQ + B,0) + B;,J/(m;,Pj, B, xQ + B,0)]

3gAN

(5-0.5,) [ dByT m Py B.XQ + BA) + B, Ty B3Q + B A)]
TP [ dx[B,J(m,P,, B,Q+ B,xQ + B,0) + 8,,J(m;,P;, B,Q + B, xQ + B,0)]
3gANf dx{B,J(m,P, B,Q + B xQ+ B A) + B, T(m;,P;,, B.Q + B,xQ + B, A)], (A1)

The effective axial couplings have been given above in Egs. (21) and (23), while the loop coefficients appear in Eqgs. (44)
and (45). The spatial components of the current matrix element in Eq. (36) receive the finite volume modification
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1 1 . .
57, = - 2—fz{( 3 )& (K B O) + K1 B, 00) + ¢y (K B, 0) + o, B,0))]

+ %QM[g/ﬂz'NlNl(Ki(m’ﬂ" B’ 0) + :]ci(mﬂ'r B/r 0)) + gﬁ{NlNl(:K‘-i(mjw Br 0) + Ki(mjw BI! 0))]}

[88)]
f2

+2 l]u[nglNl(:Kj(mm B,0) — Ki(m,, B, 0)) + g2y v (Ki(m;,, B,0) = Ki(m;,, B, o»]}

1 ) . )
(70 302000 (I 15 B.0) = F s B0)) + 20, (I B,0) = K B, 0)]

S {( . lqu)[g(go'(mm B,A) + Ki(m,, B!, A)) + %(aci(mﬁ,, B.A) + Ki(m,, B, A))]

372 2
+ @ qu>7(.7<i(m7r, B,A) + Ki(m,, B, A))} s [Ssi’fff] qu + %q)l:% (Ki(m.. B.A) — Ki(m.. B, A))
#2001 B A) = I B A) |+ (300)5 (5, B.8) = K0, B, A}
T f dx[B,L(m,P,, B,Q+ B,xQ + B,0) + B;,L(m;,P;,, B,Q + B, xQ + B,0)]

L 38w

[d[[a”[(mP B,Q+ B,xQ + B A)+ B}, L'(m;,P,,, B,Q + B,xQ + B, A)]

zf2
- z—fz[Q '5.5)] /O dx[B, L7(m P, B.Q + B.xQ + B.0) + B, Lii(m;,P;. B,Q + B,xQ + B,0)]
2
- 35;21\' [Q-S. 5] /: dx[B.. Li(m P, B,Q+ B xQ+ B A)+ ﬁ;uﬁji(mjtuu, B, O+ B xQ+ B A)]. (A2)

Appearing in the above expressions for finite volume modifications are functions depending on the difference of finite
volume mode sums and infinite volume momentum integrals. The various definitions are as follows:

Tayalm A) = ég[(k - A)Zl +m? 2 (2d7l:) [k + 1\4211/2’ (A9
B e
LTV 8 £ TS A S .

X i(m, B, A) = f ar s S Jf’; ; f );2 = (A6)
oa e~ [Tl [y EDOL AL st )
(AT)
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and

(k+ A)(2k + A+ B)/

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 114505 (2008)

ij * !
L'i(m, A, B,C, A)=[O dA[FZ

We also use the shorthand J(m, A, A) =
J(m, A, A, A, A). We show how to evaluate these func-
tions numerically in Appendix C.

APPENDIX B: FINITE VOLUME ISOVECTOR
CURRENT MATRIX ELEMENTS FROM SU(4/2)

In this appendix, we detail the finite volume corrections
to nucleon current matrix elements using the alternate
implementation of partially twisted boundary conditions
proposed in [7,12]. This method does not rely on fictitious
flavors of valence quarks. Instead, one directly confronts
the isospin changing operators whose matrix elements give
rise to isovector form factors. From the outset, one is aware
that disconnected contributions cannot be accessed. The
flavor structure, moreover, only requires a simple modifi-
cation of existing partially quenched theories to include
twisted boundary conditions. Results for the finite volume
isovector magnetic form factor under simplifying kinemat-
ics were given in [12]; however, as complete expressions
for finite volume nucleon current matrix elements were not
presented, we give the complete expressions here.

Let us briefly summarize the setup used in [12]. We
restrict our attention to an SU(4|2) theory with quarks
contained in a field @, which is given by Q =
(u, d, j, 1, i, c?)T. Each quark is periodic but coupled to a
uniform Abelian gauge potential B, of the form B, =
diag(BY, B4, 0,0, B4, B%), with BY = (0"/L,0) and
B4 =(09/L,0). In this formulation, momentum is in-
jected by isospin changing operators provided B}, # Bﬁ.
Keeping these twists different introduces isospin breaking
via finite volume effects. The partially quenched isospin
splittings for the pion were numerically demonstrated to be
quite small on current lattices [13]. To calculate the nu-
cleon isospin splitting, we evaluate the sunset diagrams
shown in Fig. 1 in the partially twisted SU(4|2) theory. The
nucleon isospin splitting is given by

1 01
2_fZ {8 g?uNN[K(mjw B, O)

2
- K(mjw Bw O)] - §ngN[-7<(m]w Bd’ A)

M,—M,=—

— K(m,y Bu A)]}. B1)

[+ 07+ pRP?

dk (k+ A)Q2k + A + B)-’]. (A8)

@m?* [k +CP + 3"

The effective axial coupling gJZ-MNN has been given in
Eq. (56). When the twists are isospin symmetric,
the nucleon mass splitting accordingly vanishes. The
maximal isospin splitting occurs when B = 7 (1,1, 1)
for one flavor, and B = 0 for the other. On current
lattices this maximal splitting is at the percent level
and can practically be ignored.

For the operator J; = uy,d, continuous three-
momentum of the form B, = B* — B? is induced in
flavor changing matrix elements. Thus we consider
the isovector-vector current matrix elements between
nucleons

(P@ITE1n0) = (p(P)|JE In(P)
= (p(P)IT™| p(P)) — (n(P)| I |n(P)).
(B2)

On the left, we have denoted only the Fourier
momentum. On the right, the momentum of the initial-
state nucleon due to twisting is P = B* + 2B?, while
the final-state nucleon has momentum P’ = ¢ + 2B" +
B?. The momentum transfer we denote by Q and is
given here by Q = q + B,. The equality between the
isovector-vector current and differences of the electro-
magnetic current matrix elements follows from the
SU(2)yatence Symmetry subgroup of the full SU(4|2) group.
At finite volume, this symmetry is broken and one
must address the volume corrections to the matrix
element on the right-hand side. To determine these correc-
tions, we evaluate the one-loop diagrams for the
isospin transition matrix element using the partially twisted
SU(4|2) theory. The relevant diagrams are shown in
Figs. 3 and 4.

The finite volume modification to the time-component
of the isovector current matrix element in Eq. (B2)
reads
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1 1 _
6.]4 = 7 f dx[]l/z(m PJW xQ + Bd) - I]/Z(mju’ B ) Il/z(mju’ Bd)] - —{ggTNN[j(mﬂ" 0’ O)

82
+ J(m,, B,,0)] + g?uNN[j(mju, B, 0) + j(mju, B,, O)]} gAN [3J(m,7, 0,A) +37(m,, B, A)

+ j(mjw Bu’ A) + j(mjw Bd’ A)] + Q . S’ S] [l dx[g%TNij(mﬂ'P'm 0) )CQ, O)

1
7l
+ unT Py By 30 + By 0)] + 53X gAN (055 [ dx] T, Pr 0.0,

1 .
+ gjf(mjtuu, B, xQ + B, A) ] [ dx[g2 ynT(mP, 0,0, xQ,0)

412
+ GuunT (mj P, By, @ + By, xQ + By, 0)] — g]?;V [0 dx[j(mWPﬂ, 0,0,x0,A)
+%‘,’7(mjtuu, Bd’Q + Bd,XQ + Bd! A)] (B3)

We have omitted writing the Pauli spinors here and below. The effective axial couplings, g2 and g?u ~n- have been given
above in Eq. (56). The spatial components of the nucleon current matrix element in Eq. (36) receive the finite volume
modification

! 2 . _
8Jl+ - 2f2 { gJuNN[:]( (m]w Bu’ O) + X (mﬂ" Bd’ 0)] B §giN[g<l(mjw Bw A) + Kl(mju) Bd; A)]}

S, 4 | |

[ 6f21]{g%7NN.’KJ(m7T, B, 0)+ g?uNN[fKJ(mju, B, 0) — X/(m;, B, 0)]}

gAN[Sv ]] ; 1 ) )
S | I By )+ 3[K T, By A) = Iy By A)]

sz / dx[gzyy L (m P, 0,0,xQ,0) + g5, yy L (mjPjy, Bs, @ + By, xQ + B, 0)]
_ g;% f dx[ﬁf(mﬁPm 0,0,x0,A) + —,ﬁi(m/-tuu, B, 0+ B, xQ + B, A)]

2[Q S, S ]f dxlgZyn LI (myP,, 0,0, xQ,0) + g3,y L7 (m;,Pj,, By, @ + By, xQ + By, 0)]
iﬁg [0-S.S ]f dxl:_ﬁﬂ(m P00 x0 A)+ = _EJ (mjupju, B, 0+ B, x0 + B, A)] (B4)

From these expressions, we can simplify things by forming unpolarized (polarized) matrix elements for the temporal

(spatial) part of the current. Furthermore, we restrict our attention to the unitary mass point, where mjzu = mZ, and choose

the twist parameters such that 8¢ = 0 and #* = @, which corresponds to rest frame kinematics.” The time component of
the current becomes

Py Z <m|5~]2r|m> / de:II/Z(m P, XQ) _II/Z(m‘n" 0) - %II/Z(m‘n" B):|

- z—ﬂ{gi[ﬁ(mm 0.0)+ T(mz, B0~ 3 3,0 T(my,0,8) + T(m, B, A)]}

3 4
+ = [01 dxl:g,%j(meﬁ, 0,0,x0,0) — §g2ANJ(m7,P,T, 0,0, x0, A)], (B5)

with @ = g + B. The spatial current reads

The choice #¢ = —@" does not result in any dramatic simplifications. In particular there will be residual g; dependence in this case.
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1 .
(=10J717) = 25 (=ISs s,~]|:>{2ak,~[gia<f<mm B,0)
+ gngN.’Kj(mﬁ, B, A)]

+ 30, fl dx[gf\ Lii(m_P,,0,0Q,xQ,0)
0

+ g & Li(m P, 0,0, x0, A)]}. (B6)

We have chosen spin-flip matrix elements; these are simply
related to differences of spin polarized matrix elements.
Because the finite volume modifications proportional to
XK are nonvanishing only in the directions with nonvan-
ishing twist, the spin and momentum-transfer structure of
these terms are identical to the magnetic part of the current
matrix element. Consequently one cannot be sensitive to
the magnetic form factor without additionally acquiring
finite volume modifications from K/ terms. These terms
are seen to be numerically larger than L/, especially for
small twists [12]. Finally, notice these results are indepen-
dent of the unphysical parameter g;.

APPENDIX C: FINITE VOLUME SUMS

In this appendix we describe the evaluation of the mode
sums required for the finite volume corrections to the
nucleon mass and isovector form factors above. In the
main text, we have used various functions entering in the
computation of loop graphs in finite volume. Here we
evaluate each function systematically in terms of Jacobi
elliptic functions and error functions.

The basic sums required are of the form

1 1
100 M = 52 [ v g+ P
dk 1
@) 2+ MP
i o ki
10 20 = 52 [ g2 + 3PP
dk ki
@ [+ g7 + AP
N ik
ij _
Ts@ M) =13 ; [(k +q) + MV
dk k'K

Q) [k + g + M b

The latter two functions can be derived from the first via
differentiation, explicitly the relations are

. 1 d
Ts(q M) = T2B-1)dg —Tp-1(g. M)
—q'I5(q. M), (C2)

and
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1 d? T
AB—1)(B—2)dg'dg’ P
d d
“ap (P g a2
+q'q/ I5(q, M).

Evaluating the first function in Eq. (C1) for arbitrary 83, we
find

T4(q. M) = (. M)

(C3)

IB(q, M) = f drTB= 5/ g= M

8 3/21“(3)
8 [n 5(q;L/2, e HAT) — 1]’

Jj=1

(C4)

where 93(q, z) is a Jacobi elliptic function.

In the main text, we utilized several different mode sums
in the evaluation of finite volume effects. We now write
them out in terms of the basic finite volume functions
Is(q, M), Iiﬁ(q, M), and I'j(q, M). With the abbrevia-
tion B3 = m? + 2AA + A%, specifically we have

Tm, 4, B.C.8) = [“arals" 14, (. py)
+(A+ B)I,(C By)

+ A - BIs5;(C, Ba)] (C5)
Ti(m, A, B,A) = [0 " AT (B, B)
+ AVI5,(B, Byl (Co)

5 (m 4, 8) = [ dA87 YA, )

+ 2415 ,(A, Ba) + A% T3(A, By)]
(o))

3CHm A, 8) = [ dALEL (A, o) + ATT a4, B

(C8)
Lii(m, A, B,C, A) = f " dN210,(C, )
+2A¢ I’/Z(C Ba)
(A + BYTL,(C, )
+ Al(A + BV I55(C Y] (C9)

Last the evaluation of the A-integrals can be done in
closed form. For completeness the required A-parameter
integrals are

0 1 2
dAe TN T2ATE) — E‘/Eef(h_) Erfe(b/7), (C10)
0 T
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— be™” Erfe(b/7) ] (C11)
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where Erfc(x) = 1 — Erf(x), and Erf(x) is the standard
error function.
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