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front formalism, we provide a parametrization in terms of the parton generalized transverse-
momentum dependent distributions that emphasizes the multipole structure of the correla-
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new correlation functions which can be relevant for phenomenological applications.
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1 Introduction

Both the generalized parton distributions (GPDs) [1-7], appearing in the description
of hard exclusive reactions like deeply virtual Compton scattering, and the transverse-
momentum dependent parton distributions (TMDs) [8-11], appearing in the description
of semi-inclusive reactions like semi-inclusive deep inelastic scattering and Drell-Yan pro-
cess, have been intensively studied in the last two decades. These distributions provide us
with essential information about the distribution and the orbital motion of partons inside
hadrons, and allow us to draw three-dimensional pictures of the nucleon, either in mixed
position-momentum space or in pure momentum space [12].

Despite numerous suggestions in the literature [13-19], no nontrivial model-
independent relations between GPDs and TMDs have been found [20, 21]. However, both
the GPDs and the TMDs appear to be two different limits of more general correlation
functions called generalized TMDs! (GTMDs) [20, 21] which can show up in the descrip-
tion of hard QCD processes [22, 23]. They depend on the 3-momentum of the partons
and, in addition, contain information on the momentum transfer to the hadron. The quark
GTMDs typically appear at subleading twist and in situations where the standard collinear
factorization cannot be applied, see e.g. refs. [24-26]. On the other hand, gluon GTMDs
have been extensively used in the description of high-energy processes like e.g. diffractive

!Such functions are also known under the name of unintegrated GPDs.



vector meson production [27] and Higgs production at the Tevatron and the LHC [28-30)]
using the kp-factorization framework. In ref. [31] is also suggested an approximate method
for constraining the unpolarized gluon GTMD. The GTMDs have a direct connection with
Wigner distributions of the parton-hadron system [4, 32-34] which represent the quantum-
mechanical analogues of the classical phase-space distributions and have recently been
discussed to access the orbital angular momentum structure of partons in hadrons [35-38].

The parametrization of the generalized (off-diagonal) quark-quark correlation functions
for a spin-0 and spin-1/2 hadron has been given for the first time in refs. [20, 21]. Here,
we want to extend this study to the generalized gluon-gluon correlator, proposing a con-
venient formalism which allows us to discuss in a unified framework also the quark-quark
correlator. Such a formalism is based on the light-front quantization and on the analysis
of the multipole pattern given by the parton operators entering the two-parton general-
ized correlators at different twists. We first identify the spin-flip number of each parton
operator, defined in terms of the helicity and orbital angular momentum transferred to the
parton. To each spin-flip number we can then associate a well-defined multipole structure
that can be represented in terms of the four-vectors at our disposal, multiplied by Lorentz
scalar functions representing the parton GTMDs.

The various step of this derivation are presented as follows. In the next section we
introduce the definition of the two-parton generalized correlator. In section 3, we describe
the derivation of the parametrization of the generalized correlators in terms of GTMDs. In
particular, we discuss the angular momentum structure and multipole pattern of the two-
parton correlators at different twists. Taking into account also the constraints of discrete
symmetries and hermiticity, we obtain a basis to parametrize both the quark-quark and
the gluon-gluon correlation functions. The results in the gluon sector are given here for the
first time, while the parametrization in the quark sector is alternative, but equivalent, to
that one given in terms of Lorentz covariant structures in ref. [20]. The relations between
these two sets of quark GTMDs are given in the appendix. At leading twist, we also present
the results for the light-front helicity amplitudes, discussing the physical interpretation of
the twist-2 GTMDs in terms of nucleon and parton polarizations. In section 4, we discuss
the TMD limit and the GPD limit of the GTMDs, and provide the dictionary to relate
them with other existing parametrizations of the gluon and quark distribution functions.
In the last section we draw our conclusions.

2 Generalized parton correlators

The maximum amount of information on the parton distributions inside the nucleon is
contained in the fully-unintegrated two-parton correlator W for a spin-1/2 hadron. The
general quark-quark correlator is defined as? [4, 20, 32, 33]

1 d*z . —( z z

“Note that these are just the naive definitions. Complications associated with e.g. renormalization,
rapidity divergences and soft factors are not addressed here as they do not affect the parametrization.
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Figure 1. Kinematics for the fully-unintegrated two-parton correlator in a symmetric frame.

and the general gluon-gluon correlator can be defined likewise
WA (P A Na) = o (L2 ees r vpmfem (<2 wer (2)w] 1p.)
AA s vy 2y s 1y k-n (27T)4 9 9 92 ’ .
(2.2)

These correlators are functions of the initial (final) hadron light-front helicity A (A’), the

average hadron four-momentum P = (p’ +p)/2, the average parton four-momentum k, and
the four-momentum transfer to the hadron A = p’ —p. The superscript I in eq. (2.1) stands
for any element of the basis {1, 75, 7", v"vs, ic"”~5} in Dirac space. The Wilson contours
W = W(-35,5|nm) and W = W(5,—5[n'n) ensure the color gauge invariance of the
correlators [39], connecting the points —3 and 3 wvia the intermediary points —3 +n Neo-n
and § + n(’)oo -n by straight lines,> where n is a lightlike vector i.e. n?> = 0. Since any
rescaled four-vector an with some positive parameter o could be used to specify the Wilson

contours, the correlators actually depend on the four-vector

P2n

N = )
P-n

(2.3)

The parameters n ) indicate whether the Wilson contours are future-pointing () = +1)
or past-pointing (7n¢) = —1). For convenience, we choose the spatial axes such that 7 oc
e, and work in a symmetric frame, see figure 1. Explicitly, the Wilson contour can be
decomposed as

W2 Zon) = [_Z* B AN _»ﬂ [_Z* oo, L _,ﬂ

272 2’ 27 27 27 2 27 2727 T2
X[Z*m I %][z*noo :?T.Z*sz] (2.4)

27 ) 2727 72 27 72)272?2 Y *

and analogously for W’. In eq. (2.4), [aT,a™,dp;bT, b7, ET] denotes the Wilson line con-
necting the points a* = (a™,a™,dr) and b* = (b*,b™,br) along a straight line. Hereafter,
for a generic four vector v* we use the light-front components v+ = (v° 4+ v?)/v/2 and the

2 (] 2
transverse components vy = (v', v).

3More complicated Wilson contours can also be relevant depending on the process, see refs. [40-42]. In
this case, one can still adopt the general parametrization derived in this paper, absorbing the gauge-link
dependence in the distribution functions.



The two-parton correlators defining TMDs, GPDs, PDFs, FFs and charges are ob-
tained by considering specific limits or projections of eqs. (2.1) and (2.2). These correla-
tors have in common the fact that the parton fields are taken at the same light-front time
2T = 0. We then focus our attention on the k™ -integrated version of egs. (2.1) and (2.2)

WL (Pya Fr, A, Nin) = / k= W (P kA, N ) (2.5)
1 [dz=d%p . p+ Rl A z
— _ - = 1x 2 1 2 A/ _ P - A
5 | o W N (D) Twe (2) Inm) L
WP (P2, kp, A, N, 1) = /dk WA (P k, A, Nsn,n') (2.6)

)
zt=0

- 12 .
- G U RGN
where x = kT /P is the fraction of average longitudinal momentum and ET is the average
transverse momentum of the parton. These correlators are parametrized in terms of the so-
called GTMDs, which can be considered as the mother distributions of GPDs and TMDs. A
complete parametrization of the quark-quark correlator (2.5) in terms of GTMDs has been
given in ref. [20]. In the present work, we give for the first time a complete parametrization
of the gluon-gluon correlator (2.6), and provide the dictionary between the corresponding
daughter functions (GPDs, TMDs, PDFs) and other partial parametrizations given in the
literature. Moreover, we present an alternative (but equivalent) parametrization of the
quark-quark correlator (2.5) which emphasizes better the underlying multipole pattern.

3 Parametrization

The correlators (2.5) and (2.6) can generally be written as

dz™ dQZT iwPt 2 —ikp-Z
W/\O'A:/We r kA (', N O(2)Ip, A) o

=(p, A')Mou(p,A), (3.1)

where O(z) stands for the relevant quark or gluon operator, and M? is a matrix in Dirac
space, with O = [I'] in the quark sector and O = pv;po in the gluon sector. A general,
model-independent parametrization of these objects is obtained by giving an explicit form
of M© in terms of the four-vectors at our disposal (P,k, A, N), of the Dirac matrices
(1,7v5,9",---), of the invariant tensors g,, and €, ,, and of Lorentz scalar functions
X(z,¢, /2%, l;T . &T, 5%, 7;) where, for convenience, we denoted the set of all parameters 7
simply by 7;.

Traditionally, one writes down all the possible structures compatible with the Lorentz
covariance, the discrete symmetry and the hermiticity constraints. All the allowed struc-
tures are usually not independent. Using on-shell relations like e.g. the Gordon identities,
one can eventually extract an independent subset. Such an independent subset can be
thought of as a basis for the parametrization of the correlators. Note however that because
of the on-shell identities, one has a certain freedom in choosing the actual basis. Most of the



time, the basis with the simplest structures is chosen. However, such a choice will generally
not display the underlying twist and multipole patterns. As a result, the corresponding
Lorentz scalar functions have often no simple physical interpretation.

Alternatively, one can use the light-front formalism. It has the advantage of unravelling
the underlying twist and multipole patterns. Another advantage is that it is also much
easier in practice, especially when there are many four-vectors at our disposal. The two
methods are of course equivalent. They lead at the end to the same number of independent
structures and can be translated into each other.

3.1 Angular momentum and multipole pattern

The quark spinors ¢ (k, A) and gluon polarization four-vectors e#(k, \) have definite light-
front helicity A correspondmg to the eigenvalue of J, = S. + L., where S, is the standard
spin operator and L is the orbital angular momentum (OAM) operator given in momentum

space by
ZA;Z = — <ET X ﬁkT)z
g, D 32
R okg T Oky

When discussing the angular momentum along the z direction, it is convenient to use the
polar combinations ar 1, = a' +ia? for the transverse indices.

It turns out to be particularly convenient to work with a complete set of partonic
operators having a well-defined spin-flip number defined as AS, = X — XA+ AL,, where \
(\') is the initial (final) parton light-front helicity and AL, is the eigenvalue of the operator

) 0 B, B, (3.3)
= ki g~k g+ ARG~ AL g

where k = (ky + k;)/2 and A = ky — k; with k; (k) the initial (final) parton momentum.
For example, one can easily see that the generic structure k' k7> AR AT carries my —

ms + mg3 — my units of OAM. For the quark operators, we have

1
AS, =0 S, PVt AT T+, 5 TME, (3.4)
AS, = +1 Vi AR TRE (3.5)
AS, = —1 Vi oAb Tk (3.6)

where the scalar, pseudoscalar, vector, axial-vector and pseudotensor quark bilinears are
respectively given by

S = i, (3.7)
P = 50, (3-8)
VHE =y, (3.9)
AP = ytsep, (3.10)
Y = hict y51). (3.11)



For the gluon operators, we have

ity dipEidi - sip{ti—i} st
SATEET _jepEsts , olpiri=ad gpka=il

AS, = g g 12
S:=0 it _jeptrial Lperer Lpgesony Lprenn (3.12)
4 2 2
AS, =41 ri-=R pl—#r L perery L prren (3.13)
) ) 2 b 2 ) *
AS, = 1 rl-sn) pi-sn L pereny L pinren (3.14)
) ) 2 ) 2 )
AS, =42 DHRBER I‘{+R§—R}7 I‘[‘*‘R;—R], (3.15)
AS, = —2 F:I:L;:N:L, F{+L;7L}7 ]_‘\H’L;fL]’ (316)
where i, j = 1,2 are transverse indices, E%«Z = ¢ 112 = 41, and where we have defined
P = 9Ty |G (—%) WGP (g) w| jept, (3.17)
1
riwvips} — —(puvipe 4 ppoipy 3.18
S (1597 4 Do) (3.18)
1
rlwvieol — — (prvipo _ ppoiuvy 3.19
5 ) (3.19)

Interestingly, the twist-2 partonic operators have AL, = 0 leading therefore to a simple
interpretation in terms of light-front helicities AS, = X — \. For the higher-twist partonic
operators, a simple interpretation does not exist since the light-front helicities are usually
mixed with the OAM.

Just like the quark spinors and the gluon polarization four-vectors, the nucleon states
Ip, A) have definite light-front helicity A corresponding to the eigenvalue of J. =85, +
L.. By conservation of angular momentum, the amplitude WAO, A is associated with the
change of OAM A/, = AS, — (A — A). Since kr and Ag are the only possible transverse
vectors available,* A/, has to coincide with the eigenvalue obtained by applying the OAM
operator (3.3) to the amplitude Wf\), A- Therefore, the general structure of the amplitude
WE, A is given in terms of explicit global powers of ET and &T, accounting for the change
of OAM, multiplied by a Lorentz scalar function X (z,¢, E%, ke - Ar, ﬁ%,nz) Since any
structure of the form (k‘LAR + kRAL)/Q = ET . &T, krkr = E% or ARAL = &%« can be
reabsorbed in the definition of the Lorentz scalar functions X (z, &, E%, ET-&T, &%, 7;), there
can only be 2 independent structures for each value of A¢,. For Al, = 0, we choose 1 and

i TAX/IQT) R(L) o q “R(L)

Mm™ M
explicit global structures. Powers of the nucleon mass M have been added such that each

, while for A¢, = +m with m > 0, we choose as the independent

structure has vanishing mass dimension. As a result, each amplitude W/(\), A can be written

4By definition, N does not have any transverse component. Moreover, one has always the possibility
to choose a light-front frame such that Pr = 6T. This is related to the fact that, thanks to translation
invariance, a parametrization does not actually depend on P apart from a trivial global factor.



in one of the following forms

AL =0 § =S+ L2 5, (3.20)
AL, = +1 Prr) = k’;w(” P+ A]’:}” P, (3.21)
AL, = +2 Dpy = ]ﬁ(? Du + A;Z(QL) Dy, (3.22)
AL, = +3 Fr) = kz%}? F, + A;IZ(;) F, (3.23)

where a, b simply label the Lorentz scalar functions associated with the two independent
structures for a given AZ,.

3.2 Discrete symmetry and hermiticity constraints

The hermiticity constraint relates amplitudes with initial and final light-front helicities
interchanged, and changes the sign of the momentum transfer

WOA(P kA N;ny) = WO(P ke, —A, N3], (3.24)

where, for a generic function a, a* is the complex conjugate of a, and Oy is given by
[Ty = [4°T4°] for quarks and by (uv; po)y = (po; uv)* for gluons. For later convenience,
we will use the notation a® to indicate that the sign of A has been changed in the function a.

For the discrete symmetries, it is convenient to use the ones adapted to the light-front
coordinates [43-45]. The light-front parity changes the sign of the v' component of any
four-vector v and flips the light-front helicities

WBA(P7k7A7N7T]’L) = W_OX/_A(p7];7A7N7 771)7 (325)
where o = [vT, v, —v! 0%, ie. Upr(r) = —vL,(r) and Op is given by [[']p = (v y5) T (v ys5)]
for quarks and by (uv; po)p = av; po for gluons.

Finally, under light-front time-reversal any four-momentum transforms as ¢ — ¢, while
any position four-vector transforms as x — —Z. As a result, invariance under light-front

time-reversal implies

WOA(P K, A N;n) = (WOL (P, ky A, N; =), (3.26)

where Or is given by [[]1 = [(—iv!y?)[*(—iv'y?)] for quarks and by (uv; po)t = (ji; po)

*

for gluons. In the symmetric frame one has naturally P = P.

The momentum arguments of the Lorentz scalar functions X (x, &, E%, ko - &T, 5%, ;)
are invariant under light-front parity and time-reversal transformations. For later conve-



nience, we then introduce the following notations:

S =25, — e Sh,
~R(L) = —kgi[R) P, A]L\/}R) Py,

Drry = k]%/ﬁ) D, A;Ljf) Dy,
Friy = —k]%;;) Fo — Ai@ Fy,

5738 = 3~ 4 XA o)
Piy (&) = S pr(_p) - 2UI oy
Diftny(8) = kfﬁ Di(=2) + Afj? Dj(-4),
Fiitn)(8) = k%;? D;(-A) A;Ij? Dj(-A)

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

(3.30)

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)

(3.34)

To each partonic operator in egs. (3.4)—(3.16), we associate cn, cp and c1 coefficients de-

termining their properties under hermiticity, light-front parity and light-front time-reversal

transformation, respectively

On = ¢ O‘R(L)HL(R)’

Op = cp O‘R(L)»—)fL(fR)’

Or=cr O‘R(L)H—R(—L)’

(3.35)
(3.36)
(3.37)

where the replacement rule affects only the uncontracted transverse indices. An explicit

pair of indices OXF has to be considered as contracted since it can be rewritten in terms of
6209 and —ieO%. We chose the factors of i in the partonic operators (3.4)—(3.16) such

that ¢t = +1. For the quark operators, we have

ch=+1, cp = +1 S, vE vED),

ch=+1,cp=—1 AE ) ARL) = pRIE
1

cH=—1,cp=+1 §TLR,

CH:—l,Cp:—l P7



and for the gluon operators, we have

sipkiki ptot- giipltieg} L pLRLR
CH = +1, cp = +1 T ’ 7T ’ 4 ’ (342)
F{—&-—;ﬂ:R(L)}’ Fj:R(L);j:R(L)’ [ {+RL)—R(L)}

)

N R B

cq=+1,cp=—1 — e EE | el §P[+_’LR], 3 PIERERL] - (3.43)

ey =—1,cp=+1 5321*[“;*]’]7 pi—ER@D)] plH+REL)-R(L)] (3.44)
i a1 . 1 .

CH = —1’ CP = —1 —_ ie;‘—]vr{+l7_]}7 5 F{+_7LR}’ 5 F{LRviR(L)} (345)

3.3 Quark and gluon GTMDs

For a given partonic operator O, the amplitude WAO, A can conveniently be represented as
a 2 X 2 matrix in the proton light-front helicity basis. The amplitudes with AS, = 0 and
parity cp = £1 have the following generic structure

S CPP R
A% = - 3.46
AA PR CPS ) ( )
where the row entries correspond to A’ = %, —% and the column entries are likewise A =

%, —%. Furthermore, the hermiticity constraint imposes the following relations
S = CHS*A7 PR = CHCPPEA. (3.47)

Similarly, we have the following generic structure for AS, = +1

Pr+ P _ Pr—P, D
Afhe = (TR TR S ). AR =—ep (TR TR ) (3.48)
DR PR - PR S PR + PR
where the hermiticity constraint imposes

S = —cyepS*®, Pr= —cHCPPEA, P = cHCPZSJ’%*A, Dpr = —chPD}A. (3.49)
Finally, we have the following generic structure for AS, = +2
AL = (DR ;; Df DR]?%DQJ LA =cp <DRP—RD§? ﬁRﬁﬁﬁ;{> . (3.50)
where the hermiticity constraint imposes
Pr = CHCPPEA, Dgr = cHCPD}"%A, D = —cHCPDEA, Fr = cHCPFEA. (3.51)

The 2 x 2 matrices in egs. (3.46), (3.48) and (3.50) can be expressed in the more
conventional bilinear form

(o . A MASZ,CP A
A8 _ TN up ) (3.52)

2P+,/1 — €2




where M 25 is a Dirac matrix. The general structure of these matrices can be written in
the following form:

0 M 0+ i o0t (R oot L AT o
M7+:<P+> V| Stia + 5 2 S +io?t o Pria T 37 o || (3:53)

M\! ik AT A K A
0,— __ 0,— T 0,— : T p0,— T p0,—
M>™ = <P+> [7+’Y5 (St,ia T e S | +i07 s W Pia + Y2 Pl

9

(3.54)
M\ k A (K AJ
M= (p+> [’Y* ( a Doin 51 Pf,éi) + oyt e ( TP+ 2L ptf’li,;)
Rt - kpAr It g2 )
‘9 1+ L€ 1+ o kR 1+ | Ar 1
-3 (St,ia - &2 sz,) + 5 <]\4R; Dy, + ﬁlg Dt,ib) , (3.55)

/M i (K . AL kr n1-  Ap -
]\4'—"—]'7 = (Pﬁ-) [’y+ ZG?J <J§ Ptl,:ia + ﬁT Ptlﬂ’;b ) + 7+’Y5 (M Pt/,127a + ﬁ Pt/,lzi) )
. . kpAr - L4 2 2
(22 (- e L€p 1,— 0" s (kg 1, AR 1,—
T (St,m ERCYP St,ib) T (Mg Dy + e Dt,ib)
M\ k2 A2 Kk AL A
24 R 2+ R 12+ . Rj (MR 2,4 T2R 2,4+
M= (P+> [7+ <M2 Diiat 372 Dtvib) e ( a2 Duia T Dt’“’)

I (kR p2t A P2’+> Lt (ki? oty Bk F2’+>] : (3.57)

. (3.56)

2 M tyia M t,ib 9 M3 tyia M3 t,ib

where ¢ + 1 is the twist of the partonic operator, and we used the notations e%b = e?aibj

@i e;j + 263? In egs. (3.53)—(3.57), the Lorentz scalar functions are labeled

with an additional index ¢ to distinguish functions appearing at the same twist order

R
and e

and with the same value of AS, and cp. The matrices with AS, < 0 are simply
obtained from egs. (3.55)—(3.57) via the substitution R(L) — L(R) and leaving the scalar
functions unchanged.

The general parametrization of the GTMD correlators (2.5) and (2.6) is given by
egs. (3.52)—(3.57) and is determined by the twist ¢ 4+ 1, the spin-flip AS, and the parity
coefficient cp of the partonic operator summarized in tables 1 and 2. The relations between
the quark GTMDs in eqs. (3.53)—(3.56) and the nomenclature introduced in ref. [20] are
given in appendix A.

Each GTMD X in this parametrization (3.53)—(3.57) is a complex-valued function.
Light-front time-reversal and hermiticity constraints determine the behavior of these func-
tions under a sign change of A or n;. The light-front time-reversal constraint (3.26) im-
plies that

X*(.%',f, E’%a ];T : &T7 &%7 771) = X(x7§7 E%: ET : ET? &%7 _771) (358)

It follows that the real part of the GTMDs is T-even, i.e. ReX(—7;) = ReX(n;), while
the imaginary part is T-odd, i.e. SmX (—n;) = —SmX(n;). Finally, the hermiticity con-

,10,



. , AS, =0 AS, = +1(-1)
Twist | ¢
cp=+1|cp=—1|cp=+4+1|cp=-1
2 1 v+ At — TRL)+
3 1 S T+ VR(L) AR(L)
3 2| iTkR P — —
4 1 V- A~ — TR(L)—

Table 1. Quark operators entering the definition of the quark GTMDs (2.1), classified according
to the twist order, the spin-flip AS,, and the value of the cp coefficient defining the properties
under light-front parity transformations given in eq. (3.36). The integer 7 in the second column
corresponds to the label of the functions in eqgs. (3.53)—(3.57) and distinguishes functions associated
to different operators with the same twist and the same values of AS, and cp.

Twist | i AS, =0 AS, = +1(-1) AS, = +2(-2)
cp = +1 cp=—1 cp =+1 cp = —1 cp = +1
D) 1| drtictd | _jedptiti — — [ +HR(L)+R(L)
3 1 - . r{+—+R(@L)} 1 [LR+R(L)] —
3 2 - - [H—+R(L)] 1 r{LRA+R(L)} —
4 1 5§gr{+z‘;—j} _Z-eiTjP[ﬂ';—j] o _ {+RL);—R(L)}
4 9 &?I\Hi;fﬂ _Z‘eézr{+i;fj} o . [HR(L);=R(L)]
4 3| Pt 1rl—LAl — — —
4 4| LpPLRLR %F{+—;LR} - o o
5 1 . . r{+——R(@L)} 1 [[LR—R(L)] _—
5 2 . - rl——R(L)] %F{LR;fR(L)} —
6 1 5éjp—i;—j _ieiTJ'I‘—i;—j _— - —R(L);—R(L)

Table 2. Same as table 1 but for the gluon operators.

straint (3.24) implies that
X*(CC, 55 E’%v ET : &Ta &%7 7%) = iX(x’ _gv E%u _ET : ATu &’%7 Th)a (359)

where the sign depends on the particular values of ¢y, ¢p and AS, according to
egs. (3.47), (3.49) and (3.51). The GTMDs can be sorted into two classes X and X_
depending on the sign in eq. (3.59). The complex-valued GTMDs can then be written as

Xy = X¢+iXP, (3.60)
X_ = X% 4iX®, (3.61)

where X§¢ = ReX,, X = OSmX,;, X% = ReX_ and X = OmX_ are real-valued
functions with definite symmetry under sign change of A (first superscript) and 7; (second
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superscript). An even (or symmetric) function is labeled by e and an odd (or antisymmet-

ric) function is labeled by o. In the quark sector, the functions which belong to the class X |
are S0, Sy, Siid" S Piin'®s Poaa s Piia®s Po'®s 5oy Siad™s Pait™s Py .
Pt{g;q, P;ll’(;;q, Dtlv’fa;q, Dtl”fb;q, where t = 1,2,3. In the gluon sector, the functions which
belong to the class X, are Sg’ﬂ;;g, 52,142;97 g:g:;g, Sg:;jg, Sg:i;g, Sg:gg, Sg’;;g, 52’1;;9, Sgga;g,
Sg:?;;g’ Pfi?g, ??7724;;97 Pg’gl;;g’ P?)O,ZI;;97 Pt(?,l;;97 P??,é_b;g7 P??,s—a;gj P;EQ, S151’77—1~_[;g? gltig  gl—ig

t'2a * ~t'1la
1,—9 pl+ig 1,+9 pl+ig p/l+ig 1,—9 pli—9 p/li—9 p/l,—g 1,459 1,459 1,—9
St’,Qb ) Pt’,la ) Pt',zb ) Pt’,lb ) Pt’,Qa ) Pt',lb ) Pt’,2a ) Pt’,la ) Pt’,Qb ) Dt’,2a ) Dt’,2b ) Dt’,la )

1,—9 2,+;9 2,+;9 2,439 2,+;9 12,439 12,439 2,439 2,439 _
Dt’,lb ) Pt,lb » 173207 Dt,la ) Dt,lb ) D3,2a ’ D3,2b ) Ft,lb » 43247 where ¢ =1, 3,5 and
t' = 2,4. All the other functions belong to the class X _.

3.4 Quark and gluon light-front helicity amplitudes

For the two-parton correlators at leading twist, it is also convenient to represent them in
terms of helicity amplitudes. We will restrict ourselves to the region = > ¢ where the
GTMDs describe the emission of a parton with momentum k; and helicity A from the
nucleon, and its reabsorption with momentum k; and helicity \'. Any parton operator O
occurring in the definition of the parton correlators (2.5) can be decomposed in the parton
light-front helicity basis as follows O = ) NBYEY 2Oxa. The light-front helicity amplitudes
are then defined as the matrix elements of Oy in the states of definite hadron light-front
helicities [46]

HA/)\/’A)\(P, k‘, A, N; 771) = <p/, A/’O)\/A(k, N; m)]p, A), (362)

and depend in general on all the four-vectors at our disposal.

At leading twist, the spin-flip AS, associated with the partonic operator can be iden-
tified with the difference of light-front helicities of the parton between the final and initial
states, i.e. AS, = X —\. Then, by conservation of the total angular momentum, the orbital
angular momentum transfer to the parton is simply given by Al, = (A—X)— (A’ = X). As
a result, to each value of the spin-flip AS, one can associate at leading twist a well-defined
state of polarization for the active parton [6]. In the quark sector, %VJF corresponds to
the unpolarized quark operator, %A* corresponds to the longitudinally polarized quark
operator, and %TR(LH correspond to the transversely polarized quark operators

;/dz(;:;” it e —ikr Zr V*t(z) = Oi%+% + 0‘1%_% = O, (3.63)
;/W pirP e —ikr 7 At(2) = Oi%+§ - Oﬂ%_% =01, (3.64)
;/W iwP 2 —iky Zr TH*(2) = 2(91%_% = 0%, (3.65)
% / fifZ(;:;ZT P s —ikn n Lt () Z 01,,, =04, (3.66)

Similarly, in the gluon sector, 51’} I'*+%+J corresponds to the unpolarized gluon operator,
—ieAT+5F7 corresponds to the longitudinally polarized gluon operator, and —T+(E)i+R(L)
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correspond to the transversely polarized gluon operators

dz™d
/Z(Q)ZT e ik 6Z]F+Z H(z2) =09, +0%_, =07, (3.67)
m
dz~ d%zr ixPt 2= —ikp-Zp ;i i .
/(27r)€ TET e JF+ It (z) = 0%, -0%,_, =04, (3.68)
dz=d2r opta —ifnz RR B
/(27r) ¢ TETTE(2) =209, , = 07, (3.69)
dz” d%2r iwPT 2™ —ikp-Z L;L o
/(271-)6 T I Ll 2)=207,,, =07, (3.70)

where for the gluon polarization vectors we used

1 1
€1 =———(1,4,0), €1 =—(1,—1,0). 3.71
H="7 (1,,0) =7 ( ) (3.71)
Denoting the matrix elements of these leading-twist operators as follows

W', NOF |p, ) = U, (3.72)
(p',N'|O%|p, Ay = L9, (3.73)
', NOFp, A) = T? (3.74)
(', NOFIp, A) = T,—fg, (3.75)

we obtain the following matrix representation for the light-front helicity amplitudes

Lipay 4.9 1 4,9
4.9 (U +L99)| 5Tk

HA’X AN T ( %Tgag ‘%(Uq,g — L99) ’ (3.76)

where the row entries are \' = +.J, —J and the column entries are likewise A\ = +.J, —J
with J = % for quarks and J = 1 for gluons. Each inner block in eq. (3.76) is a 2 x 2 matrix
in the space of nucleon light-front helicity, as specified in eqs. (3.46), (3.48) and (3.50).

Using the discrete symmetry and hermiticity constraints discussed in section 3.2, one
obtains the following properties for the helicity amplitudes:

Hermiticity HA/)\/7A/\(P,IC,A,N; 771) = HK)\,A’)\’(ka’ —A,N; 771'), (377)
LF Parity  Hayvan(Pok, A N3n) = H nr oy a A(P,k, A, Niny), (3.78)
LF Time-reversal — Hyvax(Pok, A, Nini) = (—1)2% Hyo an(P k. A, N;—n;). (3.79)

Explicit calculation gives for the quark light-front helicity amplitudes at twist 2:

1 [ (o — i(kr x Ar): (o 0,~;

gy = g | (S0 S00) + = (S +5007) | 6580)
[/ o 0, i(kr x A7) ¢ o+ 0,—;

Hli s 1,1=35 <S1 la — 51,1aq> ——F (51 W~ Sl,lbq) : (3.81)
[ kL (posa_ posa) _ DL (potia _ po

Hi%%,_%% =57 (Pl,laq - P1,1aq) YA (Pl,lbq - Py q) ; (3.82)
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1 [kr (5045 0,—; AR (504 0,
Hz%+%,+%+§ T2 |M (Pl W+ q) T (Pl v+ 1bq> ’ (3.83)
1 kR 1y 1 - AR yT 1777
Mgy =5 |or (P = P) + 57 (R + P (384
1 kR 1,— /1,— AR 1,—; /1,—;
Hz%Jr%,,%,% ) _M (Pl 1o~ Piia ) + M (P1,1bq - Pl,lb q) ) (3.85)
1 i 1’71 (kT X AT) 1777
HY, 1111 =5 S1at + e S I (3.86)
1[ k2 A2
q _ "R 1,—,q 2R pl—iq
Hy b =5 7 Dy + 35 Diy ] . (3.87)
Similarly, for the gluon helicity amplitudes at twist 2, we have
1 i 0,4+; 0,—; Z(ET X &T) 0,+; 0,—;
Hiii410=3 (51,1ag + Sl,lag> +———E (Sl,lbg + 51,1bg> : (3.88)
Ul (om0 _ ooy _ iFr X B0) (040 o
Hﬁ;+17 1175 <S1 1o’ — Sl,lag> - e . (Sl,lbg - Smbg) ) (3.89)
LI kL (potis  po—ig) _ AL (p0tig _ p0;
Hi%ﬂ,f%ﬂ “ 9l M (Pl T’ — P, ag> M (P1 = Py g) ’ (3.90)
1Tka (pokg . poig) + AR (pois | pos
Hﬁ%+1,%+1_§ _M <P11a9+P1 g)"’ﬁ(Pnbg P11bg> J (3.91)
179 _ U [ER (p2te  pree) Ak (p2ae, prd 9
Tlpgio > a2 ( 11a T P11 ) a2 ( 1 TP ) ; (3.92)
L[kR (oo 2.t A7 D2+ 2,45
Hi%JFL_%_l =73 ﬁRz <D1’1a’g - D) ’g) + 4 ( T Dll,ib’g> ; (3.93)
L [kr 249 | AR 2.4
H;qr%JrL,%,l Y M Py Ta® M Py 1bg ) (3.94)
L[k, o4 A% o4
Hf;JrL%,l Y M3 Fl o+ M3 By 1b’g : (3.95)
4 Projections of GTMDs onto TMDs and GPDs
4.1 TMD limit
The forward limit A = 0 of the correlators W, denoted as ®
SN (P2, By, Nim) = Wi (P, i, 0, Nim) (4.1)
1 [de” d®or opta—ibgz - z
= [ == —hT I (PN [ (=T W(Z)| P, A
5 | S (AT We P
KPPy, by, Nimy) = WP (P2, kp, 0, N3 ;) (4.2)

o 1 dz~ d? BT Ptz —ikp-Zp / p_* po (= /
_$P+/ ik (PA\2Tr[G (—3)WG (Q)W]!P,MZ
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gives the quark-quark and gluon-gluon correlators which are parametrized in terms of
quark and gluon TMDs, respectively. These TMDs can be seen as the forward limit of the
GTMDs. For A = 0, the imaginary part of the GTMDs belonging to the class X, and the
real part of the GTMDs belonging to the class X_ vanish because they are odd under a
sign change of A, see egs. (3.60) and (3.61). In addition, the functions in egs. (3.53)—(3.57)
which are multiplied by a coefficient proportional to A, i.e. those labeled by b, do not
appear in the correlator ® any longer.

In the quark sector, we find that in the TMD limit up to twist 4 only 32 distributions
survive, in agreement with the results of refs. [20, 47]. We provide here the relations of
these TMDs with the GTMDs:

£9 = Re [sg;m, 0,20, 0)} , L9 — _gm [Pﬁ’f;q(a:, 0, 2.0, 0; n)} . (43)
g%, = Re [S%;;q(m, 0, k2,0, 0)} , gl = Re [Pﬁ’;;q(x, 0, k2.0, 0)} : (4.4)
- %e St 0,7,0,0)] P = —Sm| Pl (2, 0,5,0,0:m)| . (45)
hid = Re {P{}i;;q(x,o, k2.0, 0)] , hid = Re [Di;;ﬁ(x,o, /2%,0,0)} , (4.6)
el = Re [Sg:fra;q(m, 0, E%,O, 0)} , e#q = —-Qm [onfflq(:v, 0, E%, 0,0; 77)} , (4.7)
el = —Qm [Sg:;a;q(:c, 0,k2,0,0; 77)} ; et = [PS,EJ"(% 0, k7,0,0; 77)} . (48)
£ = %%m[51+q(x 0,%2.,0,0; n)] fla §Re[ L4 (20, k2,0, 0)} (4.9)
2= =Sm| P, 0,73,0,0m) |, f = Sm[ Dyl @,0,1,0,0m) |, (4.10)
gL == %e [52’1(;q(x, 0, E%,o,o)} , gt = —Sm [Pz{((;q(x, 0,%2.,0,0; n)} . (411
9" = Re [Pé,lia_;q(%O, k.0, 0)] , g’ = Re _D;;;q(x,o, #2,0,0)] , (4.12)
he = —Sm [53;;@, 0,%2.,0,0; n)} . hE = Re p;;am, 0,£2,0,0)] (4.13)
hl = Re 'sg;;f@, 0,£2,0,0)] he, = Re PQ’;‘I(:U, 0,£2,0,0)] (4.14)
1§ = Re[S5:13(2,0,7%,0,0)] G = —Sm [P, 0,8,0,0m)| - (4.15)
gl = Re Sgﬁq(:v, 0,20, 0): , gl = Re :Pg’ﬂ;q(m, 0,20, 0): , (4.16)
hd = §Re[S3’ vQ(:c,o,i%’%,o,o)} , hat = —%m[Pi’l_(;q(x,O,E%,O,O;77)} o (417)
hid = Re { Py, 0, E%,o,o)] : had = éree[ (a0, E%,o,o)} . (4.18)

The 12 TMDs given by the imaginary part of the GTMDs are T-odd, while the other 20
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given by the real part of the GTMDs are T-even. Using the definitions [48]

-,

2
h{ =iy + 2’% hif, (4.19)
k2.
=+ 2—]\52 7 (4.20)
q /q E% Lq
9r =9p + e 9r -, (4.21)
q q E’?F Lq
Wy =iz + 5y Mt (4.22)

together with the results in appendix A relating the quark GTMDs introduced in this work
to the ones of ref. [20], we reproduce the TMD limit of the quark GTMDs given by the
eqs. (4.3)—(4.34) of ref. [20].

In the gluon sector, we find 8 TMDs at twist 2, 16 TMDs at twist 3, 24 TMDs at
twist 4. The correlators at twist 5 and twist 6 are copies of the correlators at twist 3 and
2, respectively. At each twist, half of the TMDs are T-odd functions and half are T-even
functions. We will discuss explicitly the parametrizations for the gluon correlators at twist
2 and at twist 3, comparing with the results derived in refs. [47, 49].

We introduce the covariant light-front spin vector S* = [S”P—]\;, —SHPW_,gT], which
leads to the linear combination [18]

. - 1+ 5 A - 1-S . -
@/»U’,PU(P’J;’ k;TvN; 771‘8) = T” @iﬁPU(ij’ kT7N; etai) + TH é/ilipg(P7$7kTaN;ni)

S : - S v -
+?L ¢li_f_po—(P7 x, kTa N7 772) + 7}2 (I)li_,PU(P’ x, kT: Na 771) (423)
Using the conventions of ref. [18], the twist-2 gluon TMDs parametrize the gluon correla-
tors as
.. - . = - E X g ot
S0 (P, Niml) = (e, Fpem) — PT550: plae i2eny - (a.21)
o ) i g }
—ief ST (P, b NsmilS) = Sy g1 (o, Kpsm) + =7 gl (.6 ma), (4.25)
+R+R 7 Ko g0 2 kr “?kT Lo 12
QTP w, ke, N3] S) = e hi?(x, ks mi) — Ve Sy bt (z, ks mi)
kR E?ST 9 kR Eng (ET . §T) n =9
M W (0, ks i) — WE hip(x, kpims).  (4.26)

The relations between the leading-twist gluon TMDs and GTMDs read

i ="%Re [S{’;Ef’(m,o,ﬁ%,o,o;m)] , 1LT9 = —Qm [Pﬁﬂ;g(m,o,l_{%,o,o;m)] . (4.27)
g0, = Re {Si’;gg(m, 0, k2.0, 0; m)] , ¢l = Re [Pﬁ’;a%g(x? 0, k2.0, o;m)] . (428)
P = Sm | P (0, 0,8, 0,0m) |, by = 2%e[ DY (0, 0,8,0,05m) |, (4.29)
Pt = 29m DP9 (2,0.F3,0,0im)] i = 29m [ BP0 (@,0,13,0,0im)| . (4.30)
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where h{ = h{; + 5 ]VT[? th The twist-2 gluon TMDs are related to those introduced in
ref. [49] through

ff=a, fif = -Gr, (4.31)
o0, = —AG, gl = —AGy, (4.32)
hd = —AHrp, hi? = H*, (4.33)
i =—-AHE, hif = —AHF. (4.34)

For the gluon correlators at twist 3, we follow the conventions of the corresponding
quark correlators [48] at the same twist order and with the same values of AS, and cp (see
tables 1 and 2). As a result we have

M . Rkr N B
BN (P 2, ko, N[ S) = ng( k73 mi) 9w, kzimi)
(krk) — k2. 677) 7T .
er T [, K ) + S I k) |, (4.35)
ZM - Rbr | B
o HRN(P g ke, Nymi| S) = ng( k7 m;) I(x, ki)
B . (kRk] _ *k‘Q 5R]) JsT .
+ T fl(a, ki) + Ve T FE(a, Bim)| L (4.36)
M | fkr - k -
LR;+R T i 2., R i 2.
2 [ ](P[I} kT?N 77’5‘5> P+ M g g(x7kT7nl)+MS|| ng(x7kT777’L)
. (krk) — 3 k3.617) S
+SR g%(xak%vnz) + M2 L ng(l' kTan) (437)
{LR;+R} iM RkT _lg(.. 12 kr o 19,
2@ (P, x,kp, N;n;|S) = B M g (@, kpsmi) + 5 - 5 917 (%, ks mi)
I (krk) — L k2657 S)
+Sk g5 (x, kzimi) + M2 L gz, ksm)| . (4.38)

The relations between the twist-3 gluon TMDs and GTMDs read

9 = —% Sm [521;;;9(:6, 0, k2.0, o;ni)] e = %e[ Ph9(2,0,k2,0,0; m)} . (4.39)
Lo —%m[Pg’ll’j?g(x,o,E%,o,o;m)} [ = %m[D%J“g(x 0,2.,0,0; m)} . (4.40)
= L e [521 39(z,0, E%,o,o;m)} . fl9=om [P;vzfgg(x,o,lz%,o,o;m)] . (4.41)
9 = Re| P35 (2, 0,72, 0,0; m)} , ko = —%e[Dg ;ag(x,o,ﬁ%,o,o;m)] . (4.42)
g = %?Re [321;;;9(95,0, k2.0, o;m)} . g9=_gm [P;’l;;g(x, 0,%2.,0,0; m)} . (4.43)
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g9 = %e[Pg’lv 79(35,0,15%,0,0%)} : g9 = Re [Dm 9(z,0,2,0,0; m)} . (4.44)
1 -
g = 5 Sm[ S350 (@, 0,8, 0,0m)] . g0 = Re| Py (2, 0,8, 0,0m) |, (4.45)

m
39 = m[ Py, 0, E%,o,o;ni)} . g =Sm [D;* 39(1,0, 52,0, 0; m)} . (4.46)

The twist-3 gluon TMDs are related to those introduced in ref. [49] through

1 1
/1 = —5 Sm[AGsr], JH =5 Re 61]. (4.47)
1 1 1 1
7=—3%m [AGgL} =3 9m [AG?%T} , (4.48)
1 - 1
2pt] ff = —5 Re[AGsr] Jrr = =3 om|GH ], (4.49)
i 1 1
lg _ 2 lg _ =
Fio =5 e [AG } 1 = 5 e [AG ] (4.50)
1 1
g7 = 5 Re[AHsr], g = %m [Hﬂ , (4.51)
1 1
g0 = 5 Jte [AHgﬂ : 977 = 5 Re [AHSLT] , (4.52)
1 1
g = 5 Sm[AHyr] g = 3 Re [Hﬂ , (4.53)
i = %%m [AH?}L] : g9 = %%m [AH;T} (4.54)

4.2 GPD limit

Integrating the correlator W over kr, one obtains the parton correlators denoted as F

FoL(Px, A N) = / Chy WL (P, kA, Nim) (4.55)
1 [dz™ opte— s 11— z~ z~
== | =Py AN (- )T ) p, A
s [ e s (<5 ) owe (5 ) e,
Fyeo(Pya, A,N) = / Py WP (P, kr, A, N3 ;) (4.56)

_ 1 dz™ ixPtz— / i z po /
_ajP+/ 5 ¢ v, A’QTT|:G ( 2>WG W p, A).

The integration over ET removes the dependence on 1;, and we are left with a Wilson
line connecting directly the points —% and %- by a straight line. As a consequence,
all the T-odd contributions given by the 1mag1nary part of the GTMDs disappear, and
the generic structures parametrizing the correlators (4.55)—(4.56) can be obtained from
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egs. (3.20)—(3.23) as

/ Pkr S = / Ak Re Sy iq = Sz, &, A%, (4.57)
A
[ Py = =42 [ @t (kT Ar %eamwepmb)
AT
A .
— R(L) Ptz( 75)A%)7 (458)
A 2ky - Ap)? — k2 A2
2 _ TR 2 (kr T) T 2T
/d kTDR(L) = W/d kT (&%)2 %etha—i—%eD“b
AQ
R(L I
= 7 Dula, & &%), (4.59)
N Y (40Fr - Ar)? - 383 &%) (Fr - Ar) I
/ THR(L) — M3 / T (&%)3 € L'y iq + Jte L't 5p
AS
R(L ~
- ]\4(3) ft,i(xagv A%) (4'60)

We refer to [20] for the complete list of quark GPDs up to twist 4, where the results
at twist 3 in the chiral-odd sector and at twist 4 have been derived for the first time, the
results at twist 2 follow the common definitions [6], and the definitions at twist 3 in the
chiral-even sector can easily be related to the set of GPDs introduced in ref. [50]. The
relations between the standard GPDs and the GPD limit of our GTMDs read:

- at twist 2, in the chiral-even sector

1
= g [StrT 2P, BT =2/ T- @ P, (4.61)
~ 1 _. _. ~ 2¢/1 — €2 _.
H == [S?’l T4+ 26 P 7q} , oA Pr (4.62)
1— 62 P ’ é‘ )
- at twist 2, in the chiral-odd sector
HL — # Slﬁvq 4¢ 73’1 i T &2 T pli=a (4.63)
To1i-g LTz T ‘
2 _.
= [P+ Pl + 2Dl (4.64)
0 = -2\/1-¢D)7", (4.65)
~ 2 _.
Bf = ——=— [¢PIT7 + P+ 26D 5 (4.66)

Ve
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- at twist 3, in the chiral-even sector

1 r . .
Hq — 807+7q + 2&'2 7)07+7q:| ,
2 \/@ i 2,1 2,1
~ 1
Hq: 877q+27)»7q1|’
i ¢
1 -
H/q: SO,+Q+2£ ,PO+q} ’
2 Toe 022
rr/ 1 [ 077; 077;

- at twist 3, in the chiral-odd sector

1
Hyp = —— |53
21— ¢
2

Bl = ——0
2T 1_e2 —¢
f]‘élT = —2y/1—¢2 D1,+;q7
~ 2
Bl = —
2T T_e2 &
1
Hé(’]z” — 817_7q
2¢/1—¢&2
2
Bl = ——
2T T_e2 &
= —2/1- 2Dy,
2
Bl = ——
ToVi-e
- at twist 4, in the chiral-even sector
1
ng [80+q+2§2730+q]7
V1—¢&2
Hg _ 1 |:S§,1—7q _1_2573 ) 7Q:| ,
V1—€2

- at twist 4, in the chiral-odd sector

1 .
ngT:2 [Sy:q

1—¢2
El -
:37‘*\/72

1=¢
7 17_7
Hyp = =2 1-¢Dy g
~ 2
EgT:

V1= &2

— 20 —

By =2/1-€2Py,

By = -2\/1-€2Pyy,

;q:2\/1_§2730+77

E;q - _9./1— 52 793;1’;‘1;

A2
4§ Pé17+7q _|_ ﬁg’l) 7+7 ] ,

[7321 1+ qa 573/1 0y o D;Tq} 7

[ePye + P 4 26 D

-

1 y73q Az 17_7q
4P+ TE Dy

|:7)21,1—,q _|_§,P/l,—,q + 2'1)%771—%‘1} ’

[EP%{’MP {7+ 26 Dy 74};

O .
E§ =2y/1- P,

Eq _ 2\/ 1 - 52 pO,—;q.
3 5 3,1 9

. A2 .
4573:{51 7q_|_ ﬁgplv 7q] ,

['P?}:l—éq _i_ffpgi—%q + 2'D31):1_;q} 7

[£P§7’;;q+73/1’ ’q+2§D§:;;q} .

(4.67)
(4.68)
(4.69)

(4.70)

(4.71)

(4.72)

(4.73)
(4.74)

(4.75)

(4.76)

(4.77)

(4.78)

(4.79)

(4.80)

(4.81)

(4.82)

(4.83)
(4.84)



Using the results in appendix A to relate the quark GTMDs introduced in this work and
the ones of ref. [20], we reproduce the GPD limit of the quark GTMDs given in eqs. (4.47)-
(4.78) of ref. [20]. Using the hermiticity constraint (3.59) for the GTMDs, one derives the
symmetry behavior of the GPDs under the transformation £ — —¢. In the quark sector,
the 10 GPDs E:qp, HY, HY EY, EJ Hi,, B, ﬁqu, Eng and EgT are odd functions in &,
while all the 22 other ones are even in &.

At twist 2, the gluon generalized correlators in the GPD limit are parametrized as [18]

ia+“Au
2M

o 1 r
5;2F/-\i_’117\+](P7x7A7N) = 7ﬂ(p/7Al) ’YJF Hg($,§7t) +

s E(a,6.)| u(p.A),

(4.85)

i P (P, AN =

- o
e W) [ B, 0) 4 52 B2 6.0)| o )

' (4.86)
1 AtPr—PtAR

+R;+R _
Fyn (P A N) = o5 =1

/Y+AR - A+7R B9

— A/ . +RH9
X u(p ) ) 1o T(x7£7t) + 2M T(x7§7t)
P+AR—A+PR ~ ’Y+PR_P+’YR ~
+ e H(xz,&,t) + — E%(a:,{,t)} u(p,A). (4.87)

The relations between these twist-2 gluon GPDs and the GPD limit of our GTMDs read:

- in the chiral-even sector

1 . . .
=] SRR S e R Vel PR
- 1 . . - 24/1 — €2 .
i = [S%l 942 Py 79} ) po - 2V1ZE Pri (4.89)
V1-¢2 § ’
- in the chiral-odd sector
HY — — 1 -P2,+§9 . 45 D/27+;9 + &% F27+§g (4 90)
T _ o _ 1,1 1,1 Az ) .
4 r . . .
B =~y D07 + DI 270, (4.91)
19 = 4\/1 - 2 F o, (4.92)
- 4 r . . .
§ = ——— [¢ DL + DO + 26 T (4.93)

The gluon GPDs at twist 3 are introduced here for the first time. For the gluon correlators
at twist 3, we follow the conventions of the corresponding quark correlators at the same
twist order and with the same values of AS, and cp (see tables 1 and 2). Explicitly, the
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gluon GPDs at twist 3 can be defined according to

FUCT = (g)ﬂ(p’,f\’) |:iU+RH§T($7§at)+WE?T(I‘,SJ) (4.94)
+P+ARM2A+PR HQgT( 6 1)+ WEST( 75775)_ u(p, ),

Fyiy = (g) u(p', A’)[ ot A (wvé,t)+WE§T(x,g,t) (4.95)
SRR A iy ) + TP By 60| o)

F/[\IferR] (]];{)2 u(p’, A [iaJ“RH;gT(:E,&,t) w J(z,&,t)  (4.96)
P+AR]V;2A PR 19 (2, E,1) + W 9 (z,¢, t)] u(p, A),

2F{£/LAR+R} (P]‘f) a(p, \) { R (0 1) + +AR2—MA7R 9 (x.6,t)  (4.97)
P+ARA/;2A PR ( 1)+ W (x I3 t)] u(p, A).

All the gluon GPDs at twist 3 are chiral-odd functions. The relations between these GPDs
and the GPD limit of our GTMDs read:

1 A%
g _ L+ 11,439 1,439
Hir = 5 e [5 —4EPy " + 5Dy ] : (4.98)
B2 [P + € PR 4 2D (4.99)
N S ‘
1-¢
}NIZQT - 1—¢&2 Dld‘;g’ (4.100)
_ 2 :
B = Ve [5 Pyt + Py 4 2¢ D%;f’g} 7 (4.101)
9. — # — 4 73’1 g AT pl +i9 (4.102)
2T 52 M2 ) '
_ 2 1,4 n,+ 1,4;
EYp = ——e {7?2 2 T+ EPy 4+ 2Dy ’*"} 7 (4.103)
Ve |
1% = —2/T— DL}, (4.104)
= 2 :
EY, = e [5 Pyyd + Pyt 4 2¢ D%j’g} , (4.105)
’g 1 1,—9 1,—39 A% 1,—9
HQT = 72 S 7 4§ 7)2 1 + 2 DQ,l 9 (4106)
21— ¢
Y - 2 [73 S 573/1, 9 4 2D%,;;g} (4.107)
Y = —2/1- €Dy, (4.108)
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2 .
B9 -2 [ fPl,—,g + 7)’1:—79 + 2&- D17—79:| (4109)
2T 2,1 ?
oo
9. — # 5 59 4573/1’ 9y 7AT D 9 (4.110)
2T — 1— ¢ 2,2 M?2 ’
2 .
g o_ 4 [Pl,—,g I 573/1,—,9 i 2D1’_’9} (4.111)
2T 2,2 ? :
Nors
HY = —21/1- €Dy, (4.112)
~ 2 _.
Bl =2 {57;2,2 9 —i—P'l’ 9 4 257)%7’2 ,g} _ (4.113)

V1—§€2
From the hermiticity constraint (3.59), one finds that the 9 gluon GPDs EY, Hy., EY,,

ZE EgT, EY., HY., Ef. and H o are odd functions in &, while all the 15 other ones are

even in &.

5 Conclusions

We discussed the parametrization of the generalized off-diagonal two-parton correlators in
terms of generalized transverse-momentum dependent parton distributions. Such distri-
butions contain the most general information on the two-parton structure of hadrons and
reduce in specific limits or projections to the GPDs, TMDs and PDFs, and form factors
accessible in various inclusive, semi-inclusive, exclusive, and elastic scattering processes.
The structure of the generalized two-parton correlator has been analyzed by proposing
a new method which can be applied in general to any matrix element of partonic operators
and allows one to unravel the underlying spin and orbital angular momentum content.
Such a method is based on the light-front formalism which provides the most natural and
practical tools when dealing with distribution of partons in a fast moving hadron. We first
give the classification of the parton operators in terms of ) the spin-flip number, defined
in terms of the change of the light-front helicity and orbital angular momentum of the
partons between the initial and final states, i7) the properties under transformation by
discrete symmetries, such as light-front parity and time-reversal, and #ii) the constraints
from hermiticity. When calculating the off-diagonal matrix element of the parton operators
between hadron states with given values of the light-front helicities and four-momentum, we
can associate to each correlation function a unique multipole structure, related to the orbital
angular momentum transferred to the hadrons. Such multipoles are then expressed in terms
of powers of the average transverse momentum of the partons and the transverse momentum
transferred to the hadrons, multiplied by Lorentz scalar functions representing the GTMDs.
The method is applied simultaneously to the quark-quark and gluon-gluon correlation
functions. In the quark sector, we obtain an alternative, but equivalent, parametrization
to the one proposed in ref. [20] in terms of Lorentz covariant structures. The results for the
gluon sector are presented here for the first time. We also discussed the GPD and TMD
limit of the GTMDs, providing the relations with other existing parametrizations up to
twist 3. The main advantage of the new nomenclature we propose is to have a transparent
and direct interpretation in terms of the spin and orbital angular momentum correlations
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encoded in each functions. This becomes particularly evident at leading twist, where the
spin-flip number of the partonic operator can be identified with the difference of light-front
helicities of the parton between the final and initial states, and therefore can be directly
associated with a well-defined state of polarization of the parton. As outlined before, the
proposed framework can be systematically used for any matrix element of partonic operator
and therefore provides a useful framework for the definition of new correlation functions
that can be relevant for future phenomenological applications.
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A Relations between different definitions of quark GTMDs

In this appendix, we list the relations between the quark GTMDs introduced in ref. [20]
and the nomenclature adopted in this work.

We start with the parametrization of the quark correlator (2.1) involving operators
with AS, =0 and c¢p = +1 (third column of table 1):

- at twist 2, for V', we have

: 1
SO,—hq = Fig, Al
1,la m 1, (A.1)
: 1
07+) J—
Stap' = e Fia, (A.2)
POt Sl p ¢ AL A3
d = §Fio+ e o 1,4, (A.3)
. 1 kr - A
P = P+ V1-@Fi3— ¢ _Fbrborp (A.4)

Wie Jioge 2 b

- at twist 3, for S, we have the same relations (A.1)-(A.4) with the replacement
0,4+ 0,459 pO4ia p0,+3g 0,4+5¢ ¢0,45¢ pO,+i¢ pO,+iq :
{8114 St s Prigs Pri b= {S. S s Polig™s Poy } on the left-hand side
and {Fl,b FLQ, F173, F1’4} — {EQJ, E2727 E273, E274} on the right—hand side;
- at twist 3, for 3 TT%, we have the same relations (A.1)~(A.4) with the substitution
0,+; 0,+; 0,+; 0,+; 0,+; 0,+; 0,+; 0,+; i
{51,1aqv Smbqv Pl,laq7 Pl,lb q} = {SQ,Qaq’ 52,2bq’ P2,2aqv P2,2b q} on the left-hand side
and {F171, FLQ, F173, F1,4} — {H271, H272, H273, H274} on the right-hand side;
- at twist 4, for V~, we have the same relations (A.1)-(A.4) with the replacement
0,+; 0,+; 0,+; 0,+; 0,+; 0,+; 0,+; 0,4 ;
{51,1aqa Sleq, P1,1aqv Pl,lb 7 {Smaq, 5’3,1bq, nglaq, P371b 7} on the left-hand side
and {Fl,b FLQ, F1’3, F1’4} — {F371, F372, F3’3, F3?4} on the right—hand Side;
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In the case of quark correlators involving operators with AS, = 0 and ¢p = —1 (fourth
column of table 1):

- at twist 2, for AT, we have

. 1
0’_1
Sl,laq = \/17—752 G1,4, (A.5)
. 1
0’_1 J—
Sl,lbq = —\/17_752 Gi,1, (A.6)
. 1 A2
P =~ a1 G+ V1= € G, AT
1,1a \/@ YE 1,1 § 1,2 ( )
0,—; 1 kr-Ar £
P1,1b q_ \/@ e Gi1+V1-8Gi3— Nﬁ G145 (A.8)

- at twist 3, for P, we have the same relations (A.5)-(A.8) with the replacement
077; 077; 077; 077; 077; 077; 077; 077; 1
{51,1aqa Sleq, Pl,laqv Pl,lbq} — {Smaq, 5’2,2bq, P2,2aq, Py 7} on the left-hand side
and {Gl,h GLQ, G1,3, G1’4} — {E2’5, E2,6, E2’7, Egyg} on the right—hand side;

- at twist 3, for 77—, we have the same relations (A.5)~(A.8) with the replacement
077; 077; 0977 0977 077; 077; 077; 077; 1
{Sl,mqa Sleq, Pl’laq, Py, 7 {Sz,mqa SQ,lbq, P271aq, Py, 7} on the left-hand side
and {Gl,h GLQ, G1,3, G1’4} —> {H2,5, HQ’G, H277, Hz}g} on the right-hand side;

- at twist 4, for A~, we have the same relations (A.5)-(A.8) with the replacement

0,—9 @0,—9 p0,—iq 0,—3q 0,—9 <0,—3q 0,—3q 0,—3q :
{8114 St s Prigs Pri = {8304 Sy P3ig"s Pay } on the left-hand side

and {Gl,la GLQ, Gl’g, G1’4} —> {G3,17 G372, G373, G374} on the right-hand side.
The quark correlator at twist-3 with VE(L) is the only one with AS, = +1 and ¢p = +1
(fifth column of table 1). The relations between the two sets of GTMDs read
2,1a \/@ 2M?
1 A%
2

A —¢22M (7
02
— 2\/@sz3 - WVTQ F2,47 (A.Q)

[Foq —2(1 =€) Fo5 + £ For]

2 —2(1— &) Fog+ £ Fag)

S%,T;q = _211_52 [Foq +2(1 =€) Fos + € Forl, (A.10)

21,7127(1 = \/11_752 Fy 1, (A.11)
P;ﬂrjq _ 11_ = 9.2, (A.12)
P2/,11727q = - 11_ = Fy 7, (A.13)
Py =~ 11_ 5 e (A.14)
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—

1 A2

pltia — L [P +2(1 — &) Fos+ EFoq| + /1 — &2 Foy, A.15
2,1a /71_524]45T‘AT[ . ( ) o, } \/7 ; ( )
: 1 k2
Dy = ———= =T [P +2(1 = &) Fa5 + £ oy
2,1[) 1_£24kT‘AT|: 3 ( ) ) ’:|
1
+ g [P+ 21— € Pag + € P (4.16)
In the case of quark correlators involving operators with AS, = £1 and ¢p = —1 (last

column of table 1):

- at twist 2, for TEE)+ | we have

. 1 kp-Ap
Slljldq = \/@ 2 M2 [Hl,l + 2(1 - §2) H1,5 - §Hl,7]
L& :
' V1- ¢ 2M? [Hi2+2(1— &) Hi6— & Higl
02
+2v/1 =2 Hys+ /1 -6 -5 Hia, (A.17)
_. 1
511:117’(1 W & [—Hia+2(1 - &) His+EHiq), (A.18)
1,—q — 1 H (A 19)
1,1a \/@ 1,1, .
. 1
1777(] J—
1,16 — \/@ Hl,Qa (A.QO)
_. 1
P, = JSiie Hyz, (A.21)
. 1
/lyiyq J—
1,16 — \/ﬁ Hl,Sa (A.22)

[—Hiy+2(1 — &) His— EHiz) + /1 — € Hyg,

bl T2 4kp - Ay

(A.23)
7.2
R .. My TP TR
’ V1—€2 4kp - Ap
1
+ Wi e [—Hi2+2(1— &) His—£Hygl (A.24)

- at twist 3, for AR(E) we have the same relations (A.17)—(A.24) with the replacement
17_7q 17_7q 17_7q 17_7q /1’_’(1 /17_7q 1’_’(1 17_7q
{Sl,la ’ Sl,lb PGt Py Prig s Priy s Dig s Dy
1,—q ol,—q 1,—q 1,—¢ p/li—q p/l,—q 1,—q 1,—q
= {Sz,m a52,1b s Byt Polys By i Poqy s Dol s Doy } on the left-hand
side and {Hy1, Hi2, H13, Hi4, Hi5, Hi6, Hi7, Hi g}

— {GQJ, GQ,Q, GQ,g, G274, G2,5, GQ,G, G277, Ggyg} on the right—hand Side;
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- at twist 4, for T*(X)~ we have the same relations (A.17)—(A.24) with the replacement
1777q 1777q 1777q 1777q /1775(1 /1777q 1’7=q 1777q
{51,1a ’ Sl,lb PGt Py Prig s Priy s Die s Dy
1,—q¢ ol,i—q pli—q¢ pli—q p/'l,—a pl/l,—q 1,—5q 1,—q
= {8300 S3 s Py Py Paia s Pagy ™, Dy, D3y} on the left-hand

side and {Hi,1, H12, H13, H1,4, Hi5, Hi6, Hi7, Hi s}
— {H371, H372, Hg,g, H3’4, H375, H376, H377, H378} on the right—hand side.
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