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Flavor dependence of chiral odd generalized parton distributions and the tensor
charge from the analysis of combined 7° and 7 exclusive electroproduction data
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Using a physically motivated parameterization based on the reggeized diquark model we perform
a flavor separation of the chiral-odd generalized parton distributions obtained from both 7° and 7
exclusive electroproduction. In our approach we exploit a connection between the chiral-even and
chiral-odd reduced helicity amplitudes using Parity transformations that are relevant for a class
of models that includes two-component models. We compare our results for n production to the
previously obtained 7° results, and we make predictions for the transverse single spin asymmetry
components which will be measured within the Jefferson Lab 12 GeV program.

PACS numbers: 13.60.Hb, 13.40.Gp, 24.85.+p

I. INTRODUCTION

Deeply virtual exclusive pseudoscalar meson production can be described within QCD factorization, through the
convolution of Generalized Parton Distributions (GPDs) and hard scattering amplitudes (Fig. Although a full
proof of factorization theorems was given only for longitudinal photon polarization [I], in a series of papers [2H4] we
showed that transverse photon polarization amplitudes can give substantial contributions even if they appear at the
next to leading twist through the 7° coupling o 75, in the v*p — 7’ reaction. Because of the 5 coupling, the
transverse polarization amplitudes contain convolutions of the four chiral-odd GPDs namely, Hr, Er, ﬁT, ET 5, [6].

The chiral odd GPDs acquire a specific physical meaning, allowing us to explore different transverse spin config-
urations in the proton, when written in terms of the quark-proton transversity amplitudes, A;{f’/\(f}u, where Ty (x)
represents the spin component along the y(x)-axis. Sensible information is obtained when the GPDs are proportional
to linear combinations of amplitudes that are diagonal in a given basis, meaning that the spin projections are the same
on the LHS and RHS of Fig[l] This allows us to associate each GPD with parton distribution functions carrying the
same spin information, bearing in mind that even if a connection between spin configurations is established, GPDs
are related to amplitudes i.e. they are not probabilities in momentum space (the quarks carry different momenta on
the LHS and on the RHS of Fig. The connection between GPDs, Transverse Momentum Distributions (TMDs)
both through their common “parent” distributions, the Generalized TMDs (GTMDs) has been explored in [7}, [§], and
in transverse coordinate space by Burkardt [9, [10].

In particular, one can see that Hp is the off forward generalization of the proton’s transversity structure functions,
hy, or the probability of finding a transversely polarized quark inside a transversely polarized proton. h; and its
integral over xp;, the tensor charge, J, have notoriously been elusive quantities to extract from experiment. Being
chirally odd, hy can be measured in either Semi Inclusive Deep Inelastic Scattering (SIDIS) or in the Drell Yan process
in conjunction with another chiral odd partner. The tensor charge’s flavor dependence was obtained only relatively
recently from model dependent analyses of SIDIS single hadron and dihadron production processes in the few GeV
region, and for xp; 2 0.06 [111 [12].

The combination 2Hy + Er has a helicity structure similar to one for the Boer Mulders function hi [I3], the
transversely polarized quark distribution in an unpolarized proton. Although one can show that the two distributions
are generated from the same GTMD [7], they have an important phase difference. As a result, 2Hrp + Er, which
involves a single spin flip is related to the real part of the “mother” GTMD, thus vanishing in the forward limit (it
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FIG. 1: Leading order amplitude for DV7®(n)P, v* + P — M + P’. Crossed diagrams are not shown in the figure.

enters the exclusive process scattering amplitudes always multiplied by the transverse momentum transfer A ) while
the TMD hy is related to the imaginary part of the same GTMD.

In a similar way, .FNIT, involves a double spin flip and its contribution therefore also vanishes in the forward limit.
This GPD emerges as the difference between the canonical transversity non-flip amplitudes (A7¥), and the planar
transversity non-flip amplitudes (A7x). Since in the forward direction there is no distinction between canonical
transversity and planar transversity, clearly then, this GPD requires non-forward scattering to be non-zero. The
target polarized transversely at an azimuthal angle different from zero or 7/2 will allow this double correlation to be
probed.

Finally, Er is the most elusive of the chiral odd GPDs since because of Parity and Time reversal constraints it
vanishes for the skewness parameter £ = 0, and it is therefore zero in the forward limit; its first moment in z is also
zero [6]. ET can therefore be considered an entirely off-forward product. ET(x, &, t) describes a transversely polarized
quark (along the x axis) in a longitudinally polarized proton. It is T-even and directly connected to the first moment
of the TMD h{;. Our interest in E7p stems from the fact that it manifests a similar spin structure to the chiral-even
twist three GPD, G4, that was shown to enter the sum rule component for partonic Orbital Angular Momentum
(OAM) in Ref.[I4] [15]. Correlated, although indirect information on OAM therefore can be obtained from both Er
and hj; measurements.

In Ref.[4] we evaluated the contributions of the various chiral odd GPDs to the observables in exclusive Deeply
Virtual 7¥ electro-Production (DV7°P) recently measured at Jefferson Lab [I6] [I7]. In particular, there exist mea-
surements for the various unpolarized scattering components, for the beam spin asymmetry Ay, and for the target
spin asymmetries for longitudinal polarization, Ay (unpolarized beam) and Ap; (polarized beam). Our analysis
uses a flexible parametrization which is based on the reggeized diquark model, that is a spectator model with variable
mass of the spectator, Mx, which reproduces the Regge behavior in the low x, large Mx limit [I8, [19]. The presence
of scalar and axial-vector diquarks allows us to model the u and d quark distributions separately, i.e. distinguishing
between the different isospin projections, ud and wu, as it follows from the use of SU(4) symmetry in the nucleon.
The model’s parameters were determined from quantitative fits of the chiral even GPDs using a compilation of: 4)
flavor separated Dirac and Pauli nucleon form factor data [20], and axial [21] and pseudo-scalar [22] form factor data;
it) DVCS data [23]; and 444) reproducing the forward limit of GPDs for both the unpolarized and polarized parton
distribution functions from DIS data. For the latter we evolved the model from its initial low scale to the scale of the
data using leading order Perturbative QCD (PQCD) GPD evolution equations (see e.g. Refs.[24] 25]).

For the various asymmetries, in particular, we predicted that the spin modulations which are ideal for measuring
chiral odd GPDs using a longitudinally polarized target are A?}riw, and the constant in ¢ term, Ay ;. The latter
are, in fact, proportional to transverse polarization terms only, and therefore they involve only chiral odd GPDs.
The other modulations, A?}r}f’, and ACLO£¢, contain contributions from both longitudinal and transverse photons, their
description will always contain a mixture of chiral odd and chiral even GPDs, and thus, they are not most appropriate
for a clean extraction of the chiral odd sector. Using our model, we found that the dominant contribution to these



asymmetries was coming from the chiral even sector (even in the low Q? kinematical range of Jefferson Lab).

An additional, important observation is that most of the Ay, and Ay data are sensitive to HT, Er, and ET, but
not directly to Hr, and they are therefore not suitable for extracting the tensor charge.

In this paper we show that the availability of a transversely polarized target and of combined 1 and 70 exclusive
electroproduction data are both crucial to extract the tensor charge and its flavor dependence. The extraction from
exclusive measurements can in principle allow us to pin down this quantity more precisely than from SIDIS analyses, an
extra advantage being that, as we will explain in what follows, the low z dependence of transversity which dominates
the integration giving d,4, (¢ = u,d), will be constrained in exclusive measurements through the ¢ behavior of the
Compton Form factors (CFFs).

Our paper is organized as follows: in Section[[I|we review our approach, and we outline the derivation of the helicity
amplitudes entering the cross section for deeply virtual pseudoscalar meson production; in Section [[T] we present our
results for the various observables and estimate the possibility of extraction of the tensor charge from deeply virtual
exclusive experiments; in Section [[V] we draw our conclusions.

II. FORMALISM

We summarize, in what follows, the formal steps that lead us to parametrize polarized exclusive pseudoscalar meson
electroproduction in terms of chiral-odd GPDs.

A. Definitions and Kinematics

We start by defining GPDs at twist-two as the matrix elements of the following projection of the unintegrated
quark-quark proton correlator (see Ref.[7] for a detailed overview), !
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where I' = io'Tv5(i = 1,2) for the chiral odd case, and the target’s spins are A, A’. W};/’A was parametrized as [6],
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The correlator in Egs.(L}f2)) is expressed in terms of kinematical variables defined in the “symmetric frame”, where

we define: P = (p + p')/2, the average proton momentum, and A = P — P’. P is along the z-axis with momentum,
Ps ~P". The four-momenta LC components (v = (v*,v™, ¥7), where v* = 1/v/2(v, £ v3)) are:

1 In what follows we can omit the Wilson gauge link without loss of generality [26].
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P = <P+,Mj,0)>

A = <§(2p+)j2+£j 7AT>> (30)
P = ((1+§)P+ WAT/Q)

P = ((1—§)P+,w,—AT/2>,

where in the DGLAP region (here we consider x > £) the coordinates of the off-shell struck parton are,
k= ((x +OP kT kp + AT/2> :

K o= ((x P Kk — Ar /2) (4)

Other useful variables can be written as,
=+’ ~Q*x—-9)/2, a=F -9’ ~Q z+&)/2, ¢ ~(Pq)/Pt=Q*/(46)(1+&P*

The loop diagram in Fig integrated over the struck quark’s momentum is performed using the variables: d*k =
dktdk=d*k, = P*dXdk=d%k, .

B. Helicity Amplitudes Structure

To describe spin dependent observables we next introduce the helicity amplitudes (for a detailed description of
the helicity amplitudes formalism in deeply virtual scattering processes see also Ref.[27]). For pseudoscalar meson
production one has [2] 18],

NELQY) = g (@.6,1,Q%) ® Axn ax(w, & 1), (5)

AN

where the helicities of the virtual photon and the initial proton are, A, A, and the helicities of the produced pion
and final proton are 0, and A’, respectively. Notice that both longitudinal and transverse polarizations of the virtual
photon 77 7 can, in principle, contribute. While 77 was shown to be the leading contribution in Ref.[1], in [2] 18]
a possible scenario beyond collinear factorization was presented for v;p — Mp which explains the large transverse
photon polarization contributions observed in the experimental data in terms of chiral odd GPDs. In Eq. we
describe the factorization into a “hard part”, 91)\\% for the partonic subprocess vi + ¢ — 7 + ¢, which appears now
at twist three, and the quark-proton helicity amplitudes, Aas a;a » that contain the chiral odd GPDs.

The amplitudes Aj/ s ax implicitly involve an integration over the unobserved quark’s transerve momentum, kr, and
are functions of rp; = Q*/2Mv =~ 2¢/(1 — £?), t and Q2. The convolution integral in Eq. is given by ® — f_ll dx.

The connection with the correlator is carried out by considering,

dz= -
Avvan = [ Goe " N |O0AE) | 28t gy ()
where,
.7 z . z
O-i(2) = =it (=5) ("' —io™ ) (3) (7)

O4-(2) = i (=3) (™ +io)y (3), (8)



By taking this into account in Eq., and by adding and subtracting the expressions corresponding to ¢ = 1,2,
respectively, one obtains the expressions for the chiral odd helicity amplitudes in terms of GPDs [0} [27],

to —t & £ =
Ay = \J1-¢2 {HT + XMQ Hr + = §2ET s ET] (9a)
A, = —/1-¢ tZﬂ;; Hyp (9b)
v = Lo ol -0 (51 Br) 0
A,Jﬁ,, = f&w_ t [QﬁT + (1 + f) (ET + ET>} . (gd)

Notice that A, 44, A;, . change sign under Parity while A__ ., A, do not change sign; since g;; also
changes sign, then f", fi,~ will not change sign under Parity, while f;;~, and fl'B_ will change sign.
The chiral-odd coupling at the pion vertex for the subprocess v*q — 7%’ is given by,

9o = gy Q) ¢ [alk’, N )y v ysulk, \)] el ( LI > (10)
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where we distinguish three different contributions: from the term, K = ¢~ [1/(8 — ie) — 1/(4 — i€)],
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where N = 1//Pt(z+¢&) and N' = 1/y/P*(x — &) are the quark spinors normalizations (details are given in
Appendix |A]), and,

A 1
Oi4 = Z(l +7°) (1 £v573) (14a)

Ors = —i(l +9°)5 (1 Fiv2), (14b)
and finally from the Q? dependent form factor g,‘r/(A)(QQ) where we separate [2] the J©¢ =17~ (V) and JPC = 1+~
(A), t-channel exchanges in the amplitudes for transverse and longitudinal virtual photons, respectively. The two
distinct contributions arise when one goes beyond a simple one gluon exchange description of the chiral odd coupling
o 7°. 2 What makes the two contributions v*(qq)v — 7° and v*(qgq)a — 7° distinct is that, in the natural parity
case (V), L is always the same for the initial and final states, or AL = 0, while for unnatural parity (A), AL = 1. We
modeled this difference by replacing the collinear factorization expressions with the following expressions containing
a modified kernel

N, A0 Z/dxldyl/d%iﬁv(yhb) Faye non (Q, 21,22, b)ars (1) exp[—S] ¢ro (21, D) (15)
0 vo = [ dmdn [ @rdalun,d) Fx o (@ 1w b)as(un) expl-S) o (o1, (16)
2 These two distinct configurations are the dominant terms in the two series with natural parity one (1-7,377...), labeled V, and

unnatural parity one (177,31~ ..), labeled A.



FIG. 2: Vertex structures defining the spectator model tree level diagrams.

where,

Ya(y1,b) :/dszjl(ylb)sz(yl,kT) (17)

The higher order Bessel function describes the situation where L is always larger in the initial state. In impact
parameter space this corresponds to configurations of larger radius. By considering the dominant LC components, we
see that only gf(f survives,

glo ~ gy W(@* ct (18)

Putting together all steps, we can write a calculable form for the convolution in Eq.. For a transverse photon
we obtain,

o= QX(Q)\/? [2ﬁT+(1+§) (5T+§T)} (192)
e (190)
fot = Q@ gl oty se)
fi = @Y oAl v (1- ) (e - &) (190)

where the matching of the V' and A contributions to the helicity amplitudes is as follows: fiit, fio~ < ¢¥, fih~
gV +9%, fioT < g¥V —g* (see Ref. [3LA]). Hr, etc., are the convolutions of the GPDs with C*, or the Compton form
factors which at leading order in PQCD are given by,

1
Fr(6t,Q%) = / dn O Fr(a,6.4.Q?) (20)

FT = HTngaﬁTng~
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FIG. 3: A and (A x P)/ | P | which defines transversity. In this paper we take A along the z-axis without loss of generality.

C. Chiral Odd GPDs from Helicity Amplitudes

The chiral odd CFFs (or GPDs) are obtained by inverting Eqs. (or Eqs.@). For instance, for ¢ = 0 one has, 3

Vio—1
2M

Apyp -+ A4~

= AR - AT+ AT AT (21a)

Hr(2,0,t) = Apq—— + A4 4o

[2I?T(m, 0,) + Ep(z,0, t)}

T T T T
= A AV AT AT
= Ay - A ATy AT (21Db)
to — 1t ~
—WHT(JI,O,'O = A_+7+_
T T T T T T T T
= A gy m A AT AT AL AR AT AT
= AN L+ A AT AT (21c)
to — 1t ~
- 2(}\4, ET(Q?,O,t) = A++,+_ — A_+7__
= AV AV Ak AR =0 (21d)

where we show the GPDs calculated using the helicity amplitudes (first line of each equation), and using the transver-
sity bases, Ty, with the transverse spin orthogonal to A (without loss of generality A is assumed to be along the
axis), the planar-transversity basis T'x, with transverse spin along x, and a mixed longitudinal and planar-transverse
basis, L, Tx with longitudinal an transverse along z spins in the initial and final states, respectively. If the scattering
plane for the quark+nucleon is the  — z—plane (with P and A) and the y—direction is along P x A, then for each
particle’s spin 3 helicity state, V2 | Tx = £) =| +3)+ | —=3) and V2 | Ty = &) =| +3) £i | —3) (Fig. Note
that ET(x, &,t) vanishes for £ — 0 because the two helicity amplitudes become equal due to parity and time reversal
invariance.

In order to give a partonic interpretation, the spin structures on the RHS and LHS of Fig[I] need to be the same,
or diagonal in spin, where the direction of transverse spin is established using the bases defined with A. For instance,
Hyp is diagonal in Ty, while PNIT is diagonal in a T'x and Ty mixed basis.

1. ET ZQﬁT—FET

By inspecting the spin content of Eqs. we see that Eq.(21a)) corresponds to the same combination as for the Boer
Mulders function ki [L3]. This is well known to be vanishing at leading order, in the absence of a gauge link, owing to

3 Numerical calculations throughout this paper were conducted using the full £ dependent expressions, the expressions above are shown
for simplicity.
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the “naive” T-odd nature of hi (see [28] for a review). The question of whether hi- and |2Hp(z,0,t) + Ep(z, O,t)}

could be related was initially posed in Ref.[9] within a transverse coordinate space representation. A more general
framework from which to address this question was subsequently provided in Ref.[7] using the GTMDs, or unintegrated
over kp TMDs. GTMDs are complex objects that can be parametrized as

X(x,kvaat;Qz):Xe+iXo (22)

where X represents any twist two GPD, and X¢, and X°, the real and imaginary parts, are also the T-even and T-odd
components, respectively. The leading twist GPDs are obtained by integrating Eq.; they are T-even and they
can derive only from the real parts of the amplitude combinations. On the other side, the leading twist TMDs, are
obtained in the forward limit (¢,€ — 0), and they can also be T-odd (within the well known appropriate interpretation
of the gauge links) 4 in which case they involve the imaginary part of the amplitudes combinations. In this context
we see that both hi and Er = QﬁT(a £,t;Q%) + Er(z,€,t; Q%) participate in the same equation at the GTMD level,

ET(zv kTvgat; QQ) = §RBET(‘T7 kvaat; QQ) +Z%mET(‘ra kT,é.,t; Qz) (23)

with,

Vito—t
hi(z, kr) = lim 0

ET($7kT,§,t; Q2) = %mET(‘T7kT7070;Q2) (24)
t,e—0 2

1 1
Br(e,6,6;Q%) = / kBl k€60 = / ke ReEr (r k. € 16QY). (25)

(our formalism differs from Ref.[7] where the GTMD E is further separated into terms arising from different Lorentz
structures while for simplicity, yet keeping general, we use only one term, Er(z, kr,£,t; Q?)).

We conclude that hi (z,k7) and E7(z,&,t;Q?), although they derive from the same helicity amplitudes combina-
tions, will differ, or they are unrelated, in general. In other words, hi (x,kr) and Ep(x,€,t;Q?) provide separate
information from the imaginary and real parts of the amplitudes, respectively. 7% and 7 exclusive electroproduction
data allow for an independent extraction of Er, and they are, therefore, ideal for testing this aspect of the theory.

Integrating Eq. over x at t = 0, one obtains the tensor anomalous magnetic moment [9],

1
it = [ deBre0.0:0%) (26)

This can also be extracted from the analysis of exclusive 7° and 1 electroproduction data as we explain below.

2. Transversity

By inspecting the spin structure of Eqs. we see that Hrp is diagonal in planar transversity, whereas ﬁT is
neither diagonal in canonical transversity nor planar transversity. However, subtracting Eq.(21c) from Eq.(21b)) one
obtains a diagonal combination of Ty amplitudes,

to—1
2M?

Hyp = Hr+ Hpr=AT o+ AT Ay | —al (27)

This is the analog of the TMD relation, hy (7, k%) = hir (v, k%) + (k3 /2M?)hi;(k2) where, owing to the fact that
A = 0, all functions that were diagonal in a given direction become diagonal on the transverse plane for any direction
(i.e. A is no longer there to define the direction). Therefore, in the forward direction, H;. = Hyp, and this is diagonal
in either Tx or Ty, consistently with the definition of transversity,

HT(‘Ta()aO;Q2) = hl(z7Q2) (28)

4 A discussion of gauge links is beyond the scope of this paper and is omitted here



Integrating over x one obtains the tensor charge, at ¢t = 0,
1
b= [ dattn(z,0.0:0%) (29)
-1

I;fT can also be interpreted in a mixed planar/transversity basis as the distribution of transversely polarized quarks
along x in a transversely polarized proton along y. In fact, Eq.(21c) is related to the first k7 moment of hiz,

tli_%ﬁT(x,O,O,Q2) = bz, Q). (30)

It is important to keep in mind that although this relation holds (modulo an z dependent factor) when tested
using simple spectator models [§], in Ref. [7] it has been disproven based on the GTMD substructures underlying
ﬁT(x,O,O,Qz), and hllT(l)(x,Qz), which differ from one another. The physical motivation of such a discrepancy
obtained in parametrizing the chiral odd GTMDs correlator is however unclear to date. Whether this is an artifact
of the proposed parametrization or it can be traced back to different spin configurations, is a subject for further
exploration.

3. Er

ET(x,f ,t) describes a transversely polarized quark (along the x axis) in a longitudinally polarized proton. It is
T-even and directly connected to a TMD, being related to the first moment of hi;,

/deThllL(,T, ]{?T) X ET(x, O,t) |tﬁ(): 0 (31)

Although ET is 0 for & = 0 due to Parity and Time reversal constraints, ET(.’L‘, &, t) can, however, be measured (see also
our paper on 7 electroproduction, Ref.[4]). What makes Er interesting is that its spin structure is similar to the one
that appears in the chiral-even twist three GPD, G, that was shown to enter the sum rule component for partonic
Orbital Angular Momentum (OAM) in Ref.[I4]. Several candidates among the TMDs and GPDs were proposed
recently [29431] as observables for the OAM component. In Ref. [32] we illustrated the helicity amplitude structure
of partonic OAM, and we confirmed from an alternative perspective, that OAM is twist three, and that it is uniquely
observable through DVCS type measurements of G (see also [33]). In particular, we pointed out that based on Parity
constraints, the twist two chiral even GTMD labeled Fy4 in [7], describing an unpolarized quark in a longitudinally
polarized proton, could not contribute to OAM. We also pointed out that another possible candidate, the chiral odd
TMD, hi [34], does not display the necessary spin structure of partonic OAM. To confirm this picture, it would be
important to obtain correlated, although indirect information on OAM from both E; and hi; measurements.

D. Chiral Odd GPDs in Spectator Model

Eqs. provide the helicity amplitudes that enter directly the observables for pseudoscalar meson electroproduc-
tion. However, in practical calculations we find an outstanding problem: differently from the chiral even sector, even
using available models for the chiral odd GPDs both the normalization to the form factors and the forward limit for
these quantities are largely undetermined from independent measurements (with the exclusion, perhaps, of transver-
sity, h1). This makes it difficult to estimate the magnitude of the chiral odd GPDs. In the spectator model, that
we describe below, one can overcome this difficulty by exploiting Parity relations among the helicity amplitudes that
allow us to connect the chiral odd GPDs to the chiral even ones (analogous relations were found to hold for TMDs in
Ref.[42]). Although this is a model dependent procedure, we consider it a necessary step at an initial stage of both
theoretical and experimental investigations.

To extract the chiral odd GPDs from DV7%(n)P data we propose a parametrization based on the reggeized diquark
model developed in Refs.[18, [19, 35 [36]. This is, in a nutshell, a spectator model with variable mass of the spectator,
My, which allows us to reproduce the Regge behavior in the limit My — oo (z — 0). The model was evolved from
its initial low scale to the scale of the data using leading order Perturbative QCD (PQCD) GPD evolution equations
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(see e.g. Refs.[24, 25]). In the chiral even sector we determined the model’s parameters from a fit using a compilation
of three different data sets, namely, nucleon form factor data (flavor separated Dirac and Pauli form factors [20],
axial [2I] and pseudo-scalar form factor [22]), DVCS data [23], and DIS data on F3(n). For the latter we accurately
reproduced the valence quarks PDFs obtained from global fits [37]. In Ref.[I8] our approach lead us to succesfully
reproduce data on various observables in DVCS besides the ones used in the fit, namely the charge [38 B39], and
transverse [38, [39] single spin asymmetries.

In the chiral odd sector the GPDs are largely unconstrained. This is mostly due to the fact that, differently from
the GPDs in the chiral even sector, no experimental measurements from ¢ dependent form factors exist, which would
provide normalizations for the GPDs. In the analysis of 7° and 7 electroproduction data it is, however, important to
be able to gauge the size of the various chiral odd GPDs contributions.

We therefore developed an alternative procedure by exploiting Parity relations within the reggeized diquark model.
The extension of this model to the chiral odd sector is explained in detail in Ref.[4] where we obtained predictions
for both the unpolarized and longitudinally polarized observables in 7% electroproduction, namely the beam spin
asymmetry, Ay, and the polarized target asyemmetries, Ay, and Apy.

The Parity relations between chiral even and chiral odd GPDs which are valid, in general, within a class of models
including any type of spectator model with diquark spin S = 0,1 and angular momentum L = 0 ° yield, respectively,
for S =0,

Agf)ﬁff = Agfzr,++ (32a)
A(+OJ)r,+f = _AS’O?:,*+ (32b)
0 0)*
A(+)7,++ = _A£)+,++ (32¢)
to—t X £ =
40 _ 0 /1 — ¢2 E — E 2
- AM S V5 G - | (32)
and, for S =1,
o XX
Ay o = T XX St (33a)
AD =0 (33b)
(1) _ <];2L>/P+2 (1)
Ah 4o = \/X,Q G (R2)/ P2 Ajh (33¢)

o (k1)/P+2 (1)
A = _\/W Atoe (33d)

The relations in Eqs. are valid only if one of the two ¢ functions is real. By using Parity symmetry one cannot
connect directly the chiral odd amplitude Ay_ _, with its chiral even counterpart Ay _ ; _ since both involve complex
¢ functions. Physically this corresponds to the fact that A, _ _ involves a double spin flip, and it must therefore be
proportional to A%, while A, is non-flip. A;_ _ is, therefore, evaluated directly in Eq.. Eqs. were
obtained by taking into account the angular momentum exchange between the LHS and RHS vertices in Fig[T]so that
each amplitude on the LHS (chiral odd) can no longer be obtained as a simple product of the two vertices which give
the chiral even amplitude on the RHS.

We can then obtain the chiral odd GPDs sets F}O)’(l), by inverting the expressions of the quark parton helicity
amplitudes in both the chiral even [27], and chiral odd ([27] and Eqgs.(9)) sectors.

5 More complicated intermediate state configurations with L # 0 have been considered recently in Ref.[40]. The Parity relations would
be different in this case.
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In Ref.[4] we obtained, for S = 0,

O - ,% (E<0> _ g §<o>) (34a)
© _ 0=0/2[ 0 om0, /2 a0
By = 2 {E 20! (1_</2) E (34b)
BO — C/2(11_<C/2) {E(O) — o _E(o)} (34c)
© _ HO+HO /4 EO4+EO ¢?/4 0 ¢/40=¢/2) =@ _to—t1 ( © _ C~(o))
Hr' = 2 1-¢ 2 (1—</2)(1—<)ET TG Er = e \P o F
(34d)
and for S =1,
o~ g (350)
m _ 1620 (e 2 g W, 2 g
B\ = ¢ P(El 1_C/2E1 +alE +1—C/2E1 (35b)
. 1-¢/2 2 - 2 -
Bh= g (50 ) e (B 1A (55
a HM +g(1) C2/4 EM JrE(l) C2/4 (1) ¢/4 =(1)
o = —¢ . e Sy By T (35d)

where we used the following variables: ( =2£/(14+&), X = (z+&)/(1+¢&), X’ = X — ¢, and the various kinematical
factors are,

1—¢ X+X - 1-X
F=(MX' . S S i
(MX" 4 mg) —==, T+ XX/ 1-¢

and

. (k1) - (k1)
2\2’ = 2 2
X2+ (k3) (255 (X =02+ (i) (245)
where (k2)1/2 ~ 0.3 GeV, and (k3)/2 = ((k, + (1 - X)A) 2 = )2+ (1-X) | A

The chiral even GPDs used to evaluate Egs.([34) and were taken from the parametrization developed in Ref.[19].
In the forward limit one obtains,

7Y = —%E(O) (36a)
EO = M(Ti - ?4 Im 5O (36h)
EY =0 (36¢)
HO _ H(O);ﬁ (0) (36d)
and for S =1,
a2Y =0 (37a)
EY = 2450 (37b)
EL =0 (37c)
H;l) _ 2¢ HW + HD (374)

N 2
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Note that once the chiral odd GPDs are calculated using the equations above, at a given initial scale of the model,
Q? <1 GeV?, their evolution to the scale of the data must proceed according to the equations developed for the chiral
odd sector in [43, [44]. The parametric form for the chiral even GPDs was given in Ref.[? ]. As both new DVCS and
meson electroproduction data become available, it will be possible to perform a global fit using simultaneously all sets
of data. At the present stage our approach guarantees a better control over the various kinematical dependences.

E. Flavor Dependence

The u and d quark chiral odd distributions can be readily obtained from Eqs. and by using the SU(4)
symmetry of the proton wave function,

V2

2 1 2
|U¢Tol>—§|dTT10>+?|d$T1l>

1+ a?

lp1) = (38)

as oy, 1 oy _ 1
\/5|UTSO>+3\/§|UTT0> 3

where SJ = S}S;S is the scalar diquark with isospin 0 and spin component 0, T (?11 = le; % is the axial vector (triplet)
diquark with indicated isospin and spin components, and the parameter ag = 1 for SU(4) symmetry and can differ

from 1 to allow for symmetry breaking [41l [42]. Separating out the spin dependence leaves,

2 [as 1 1 2 1
91 =\ | e 100+ (5147 - | ui)) (ﬁu,w—\@om)]. (39)

When matrix elements are formed with this state and the corresponding spin down proton, then the sum over the
spin states will leave the purely flavor or isospin couplings,

B K A RS €

From here we can see that the spin independent nucleon distributions decompose as

2 3 1
o= 220 L - p()
1+ad <2a5 T3
e = %F(l)’ (41)
1+ag

where an overall normalization of 1/3 for quark number has been imposed and the sum over quark spins has been
taken. On the other hand, for the spin transfer GPDs, as in g; and hq, only the quark spin state | 0, 1) contributes,

so the F(1 is replaced by —%Fg%

" 2 3 9.0 1.
=1 (z“SFT “elr
2 1
Fd — _ 7F(1) 49
T 1+a%3 T > ( )

where Fl = {H%, EZ, f[%, E%}, q = u,d. By inverting Eqs., and inserting the expressions for F(%1) and Fj(ﬂo’l)
in Eqs., we obtain the chiral odd GPDs written in terms of their v and d quarks components.

In Figures [ [5] and [6] we show the flavor separated GPDs obtained by fixing all parameters of our model using
constraints on the chiral even GPDs as explained above. Our strategy for extracting chiral odd GPDs from exclusive
electroproduction data is to gradually loosen such constraints as more data in the chiral odd sector become available.

To extract flavor dependent chiral odd GPDs directly from the data it is important to analyze simultaneously 7°
and 7 production. In fact, from the SU(3) flavor symmetry for the pseudo-scalar meson octet applied to the chiral
odd sector one has,

(ewFp — ed]-'%) (43a)

(euFit + eaFih — 2e5F5) (43b)

S-Sl
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Chiral odd GPD H (x,§ ;
forward limit, or transversity, H#(x,0,0; Q%) = hi(
—t

t; Q?), for ¢ = u (upper panel) and q = d lower panel. The dotted line is the
T
line is for —t = 0.1 GeV?, the dashed line is for =

)
,Q%). All lines were obtained for z5; = 0.13 and Q% = 1.1 GeV?. The full
0.7 GeV?. This GPD dominates the amplitude f;},~ at small —¢.

where eq, ¢ = u, d, s, is the quark’s charge. A flavor separation of the chiral odd CFFs can be performed by inverting
the above equations, disregarding the contribution of the strange GPD,

1 0

WP ~ (77" + V3F]) (44)
1 0

—egFY ~ 7 (]—‘% _\/g]-‘;}) (45)

III. CROSS SECTIONS AND ASYMMETRIES

The CFFs and from them the GPDs which were evaluated in the previous Section can be extracted from the cross
section terms for exclusive meson electroproduction, which, using the notation of Ref.[45] (based on [46]), is defined
as,

d* '
s = D [Fovi + cFuus + ccos 2R 4 /el + 1) cosgFg? + h/ell = ) sinoF5 |
dl‘Bjdyd(Z)dt

+ 8 [Veler D) SIH¢FEE¢+681H2¢F522“’+’1(vl—ezFLHmcosm%”)}
- S [Sm(¢ ¢S)< Fira ¢S)+€F5¥ff_¢5)) (Sln(¢+¢ YFE@+9S) | gin(3¢ — gg) FEnGo- ¢S>>
e(1+¢) (Sin¢5F(sji;¢S +sin(20 — o) Fy '*m(2¢ 455))}

+ S1h [mc%(qﬁ bs)FS ms(qﬁ ¢s) 4 e(l—c¢) (COS¢SF£°TS¢S + cos(26 — dg)FC cos(2¢ ¢S))}}
(46)

_|_

where S| and S refer to lab frame target polarization parallel and perpendicular to the virtual photon direction, h
is the lepton beam helicity, ¢ is the azimuthal angle between the lepton plane and the hadron scattering plane, ¢g is
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Chiral odd GPD combinations. Left: [2HZ + (1 + &) E%](z, €, t; Q?), for ¢ = u (upper panel) and ¢ = d
lower panel, right: [2H. + (1 — &) EX](x, €, t;Q?), for ¢ = u (upper panel) and g = d lower panel. The dotted line is the forward

limit, or [2?[% + EL](z,€,t;,Q). All lines were obtained for zp; = 0.13 and @® = 1.1 GeV?. The full line is for —t = 0.1 GeV?,
the dashed line is for —t = 0.7 GeV?2. These combinations dominate the helicity amplitudes, ffb"' and f;,~ , respectively.

the azimuthal angle of the transverse spin vector S and ¢ is the square of the invariant momentum transfer between
the initial and final nucleon.
The photon polarization parameter e, the ratio of longitudinal photon and transverse photon flux, can be written

—1
611+2<1+g;> <4Z;1y2y1> . (47)

in terms of invariants as,

T" is, up to a kinematic factor, given by,

_ o?y’(1—wpy)
- 27mwpi(1— e)éz' (48)

In Ref.[4] we analyzed the unpolarized and longitudinally polarized contributions to the cross section, or the various
modulations of the Fyy and Fyp, Frr, types, respectively. We showed that:
1) the polarized cross section terms, Fry, F[S;E¢, FEOLW are dominated by chiral even GPDs through the contribution
of longitudinal photon polarization, while the terms A?jr22¢7 F1 are purely transverse, and therefore useful for the
extraction of chiral odd GPDs;
11) the cross section components with a large chiral odd contribution are dominated by the GPDs ﬁIT7 and Er, and
ET, while Hp’s contribution appears only in Fpj, and it can be disentangled from the other GPDs only at very low
t (Figures 15 and 16 in Ref.[4]).

For the single transversely polarized target in Eq.7 however, there appear terms which are proportional to Hp
and which will therefore enable us to extract the tensor charge from data. From Eq. we see that there are six
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E% enters the helicity amplitudes, f;5™ and f;;~, however its contribution is smaller than the GPDs combination in Flgl

structure functions for the unpolarized beam and single transversely polarized target,

F=) = SmF™ =9m Zf“’ Fid = Sm [ ft - f T ) (49)
F%) = SmFg™ =Sm Z o fo = S [fost Foo™ + For " oo ] (50)
Fp@tos) = ampfs = 9m Zf“ I = Sm AT+ (51)
Fppet09) = qmF4 = Sm Zf;oA = Sm [fro" fo — fio “fio') (52)

Fip? = SmFj~ =Sm Zf” oo = Sm [T foo” + i oo ] (53)
Fp®emo9) = qm Pyt =S9m Zf;oA “Soi = Sm [fiot St Fio o] (54)

and three for the longitudinally polarized lepton and transversely polarized target,

Fip@™%) = Re R = Re Zf*A*fwA’ = Re [f5" fio + Fib fio ] (55)

FpR?% = Re F = Re ZJHA “fooh = Re [fT foo + i foo ] (56)

FE()TS(M_“) = ReFy" = Re meA* 2 Re [fio™ foom + fio " foo |- (57)
A/

Notice that: 4) when the nucleon is polarized along the photon direction there will be no asymmetry because of Parity
conservation; %) when the nucleon is polarized along the incoming lepton direction there will be a component of
nucleon polarization transverse to the photon direction as well as transverse to the nucleon plane. This produces the
modulations involving both the photon angle relative to the lepton beam ¢, and the azymuthal angle ¢.
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Below we list the asymmetries that one can form involving transverse photon polarization only, so that they are
most sensitive to the tensor charge,

sin(¢p—¢s) — - — — - —

sin(¢p—¢s) _ 7FISJT,T ’ _ (?Reff{f%mflf - %mfl—%+§R€f10+) + (Refyly Smfy, —Sm fio Re f1o )/

Ayr = = (58)
Four+eFuur do /dt
sin(¢+¢ — _

Jsin(eres) _ € Fon(6+9s) __ Refip Smff" —Refil Imy (59)

ur 2 Fyyr +efFyu,L do/dt

FCOS(¢—¢S)

ACLO;((b*(ﬁS) — /1 — €2 ur

Fyur+efyur

- (RefiiTRefroh + SmfTSmfgT) + (Refy Refry™ + Sm ey Smfry”)
do/dt

(60)

where we have highlighted in boldface the amplitude parts which are sensitive to transversity; the unpolarized cross
section is

do
o = four teluus (61)
Notice that the asymmetry A?’}“T(&?ﬁﬂbs)7
sin(3¢p—¢ o _
ASinBe—ds) _ M _ . 2Refo” Smfe" .
. Fyur +eFyur do/dt ’

also involves transverse photon polarization only but it does not involve transversity, and it is predicted to be small
being dominated by the double flip amplitude f,".

A. Results

We now illustrate the various steps in the procedure for extracting chiral odd GPDs, and their forward limits, in
particular transversity, and its integrated value, the tensor charge. We start by showing in Figure [7] the behavior of
Ai}r}w_%), Eq., A;}r}(¢+¢5), Eq, and ACLOTS(¢_¢S), Eq., at kinematics which are attainable at Jefferson Lab,
namely zp; = 0.2, Q* = 1.5. The left panel shows v*p — 7°p’, and the right panel shows v*p — np’. The contributions
from the terms Sm ff{)_ and Ref;~ are indicated in the figure by long dashed and short dashed curves, respectively.
The other contributions which are not sensitive to the tensor charge but that are sensitive to k2 are indicated by the

q
dotted curve. From the figure we deduce that A?}'}(d’_‘ﬁs ) is the best quantity to extract the transversity GPD, Hr,

while the two contributions from the real and imaginary parts of the amps nearly cancel each other in ASUiI}wJ”bS );

A;O;(¢7¢S )7 although it is predicted to be large, is dominated by f;;*, and therefore it is sensitive to x,. We also
observe clear difference between the 7 and 7° curves which can be examined in more detail by considering ratios of
the observables for the two processes as we show in what follows.

In Figure |8 we show the ratio of the unpolarized transverse cross section, Fyy,r for n over 79, This type of plot
can be considered a first step towards flavor separation, although many important details should be considered. First

of all, the transverse cross section receives contributions from all four transverse helicity amplitudes squared [4]
Four o fio" P+ £l + Pl o™+ Pl fio P

However, the dominant terms are f;5" oc 7, and f;f;” o« Hz. So each term in the ratio is given by an interplay of
the two GPDs which are related to the tensor anomalous magnetic moment and to the tensor charge, respectively.
For each (zp;, Q?) bin, the Hr term dominates at low —¢, while the E1 term dominates at larger values of —t. Now,
as one can see from Eqs. the ratio would be equal to 1/3 in the absence of d quark contributions. Therefore, the
behavior of the ratio at low —t reflects the sign and magnitude of the d quark contribution to the transversity GPD,
Hp, while at larger —t it reflects the behavior of the d quarks in E.

We further clarify this point by showing the ratio without the contribution of fl"B_(HT): one can see a clear
difference in the behavior of the two curves at low —¢. The fact that the curves lie higher than 1/3 indicates that
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FIG. 8: ((Color online) The ratio of the unpolarized transverse cross section, Fyy,r for n over ° plotted vs. —t at xp; = 0.2
and Q% = 1.5 GeV?. Because, as explained in the text, the ratio is given by an interplay of the two GPDs Er and Hr, in the
given xp; and @ bin, we plot both the total contribution (full line), and the ratio obtained omitting the ampltiude f;5~ which
is dominated by Hr at low —t (dot-dashed line). Since the ratio would be equal to 1/3 in the absence of d quark contributions
(Eqs.7 dashed line), its behavior shows the presence of a small but negative d quark component in both Hr and Er.
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FIG. 9: (Color online) The tensor anomalous magnetic moment, kT plotted vs. the u quark, k1 extracted in our analysis. As
for the tensor charge, the error bars on our extraction derive from the extension of our parametrization to the chiral odd sector,
i.e. they are obtained propagating the errors on the chiral even GPDs parameters, as explained in the text. Also shown are
the \galues obtained in selected recent models [52} [56] [57], and in lattice QCD [55]. All values have been evolved to Q2 = 0.8
GeV~©.

—d . . —d . - .
both Ep and H% are negative. As we show later on, the integral of Eq for t = 0, k%, is positive (see also Fig ,

however, in the off-forward case E; can oscillate, being negative at x = £. As a consequence of this behavior, if we
consider the integral of E; over z, i.e. the quark tensor anomalous magnetic moment, this will be reduced due to the
ranges of negative strength. Whether this particular picture (and setting of parameters) will be confirmed or not by
the data is not of the essence here. What is important is that through combined 7 and 7% exclusive electrproduction
measurements, and by selecting the appropriate observables as indicated in both this and our previous analysis [4],
one will be able unravel the partonic structure underlying both the tensor charge and magnetic moment.

The tensor anomalous magnetic moment is shown in Figure |§| where the d-quark, ,%5 is plotted vs. the value for
the u quark, kI (Eq.. These values were extracted in our analysis simultaneously to the tensor charge. The
error bars on our extraction derive from the extension of our parametrization to the chiral odd sector, i.e. they
are obtained propagating the errors on the chiral even GPDs parameters, as explained in the previous Section. To
our knowledge, no other determination making use of experimental data has been given so far. Together with our
value, we plot the values obtained in selected recent models [52] (6] [57], and the lattice QCD determination from
Ref.[55]. All values were calculated by evolving to Q% = 0.8 GeV?, noting that the all chiral odd GPDs have the same
anomalous dimensions as for transversity [56]. The values found in [52} 57] will produce a ratio /7% much higher
than the one plotted in Fig The n/7° type of measurements will allow us, therefore, to distinguish among models.
One can see that k, is much more undetermined than the tensor charge owing to the scarcity of measurements so
far. As we pointed out in Ref.[4], measurements with a longitudinally polarized target of both 7° and 7 exclusive
electroproduction will allow us to extract the GPD Er, and consequently the tensor anomalous magnetic moment.

In Figure [I0] we show along with our results, a compilation of the tensor charge values from recent data analyses
besides our suggested one from DV7’P and DVnP, namely the Torino group extraction [11] obtained combining
data on polarized SIDIS single hadron production [47) 48], and data on dihadron production from e*e™ annihilation
[49]; the Pavia group extraction [I2] obtained from dihadron production in a collinear framework, i.e. combining
the (kr integrated) transversity distribution, hy with dihadron fragmentation functions; and finally, what can be
considered a pioneering extraction using a combination of vector and axial vector meson couplings to the nucleon
which are constrained from data on the mesons decay constants and the average parton transverse momenta [50].
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u d Q? (GeV?)
84 [0.936 & 0.339|—0.130 = 0.089 1

54 |0.860 £ 0.248| —0.119 = 0.060 4

ke | 3.434+0.26 | 1.37+0.34 0.8

TABLE I: Values of the tensor charge and the tensor anomalous magnetic moment obtained in our analysis.
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t O Wakamatsu (CSQM, 2008)
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FIG. 10: (Color online) Tensor charge values for the d quark, dq4 plotted vs. the w quark, d,, as obtained from our analysis
of exclusive deeply virtual processes, and from other experimental extractions existing to date: dihadron electroproduction
production (Q*= 2 GeV?), Anselmino et al., Ref.[IT], and Bacchetta et al. Ref.[T2] (Q*= 1 GeV?), and from a model describing
the tensor charge through vector and axial vector mesons couplings, Gamberg and Coldstein Ref.[50] (Q*= 1 GeV?). The thin
band delimited by the dotted curves is the recent lattice QCD result for the isovector component [51] (Q*= 4 GeV?). For
comparison, the tensor charges obtained in different models are also shown (Wakamatsu, CQSM Q?=0.8 GeV? Ref.[52], Lorcé
et al., CQSM, Ref.[53] (Q*= 1 GeV?), and He and Ji, Bag Model Ref.[54]. For our model we also show the effect of PQCD
evolution from Q?=1 GeV? to Q%= 4 GeV?2.

For comparison we show also the most recent lattice results obtained for the isovector combination du — dd [51],
and selected model calculations Refs.[52H54]. The error bars in our extraction are the uncorrelated errors from the
parameters in the chiral even sector.

The values we obtained with the variant of the Reggeized diquark model based fit used in this paper for both 4,
and /@g are shown in Table

Several remarks are in order.

First of all, the tensor charge is subject to a rather rapid Perturbative QCD evolution (see [62] and references
therein), as can be seen from the shift (decrease) in values from Q%=1 GeV? to Q?= 4 GeV? shown for our extracted
values (all the other evaluations shown in the figure are in the Q2 range: 0.8 — 2 GeV?).

Most importantly, the graph shows how the low x tail of the transversity distribution plays a fundamental role in
determining the value of the charge. This can be seen by comparing the values obtained for the u quarks (d quarks
values tend to be smaller and the effects are less visible). In fact the values from Ref.[I2] were obtained by calculating
the charge in the zp; range of the fitted data (xp; = 0.06), and by extrapolating to z = 1075 (open symbol). The
extrapolated result tends to agree better with our extraction. Note that our parametrization explicitly includes Regge
behavior, therefore our value of the charge tends to be larger. Our Regge behavior, in turn, is constrained by the
nucleon’s form factors behavior [19]. This is why measuring the tensor charge through GPDs provides a definite
advantage over all of the inclusive measurements where extrapolation procedures in the low z regime need to be
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FIG. 11: (Color online) The asymmetry Ai]ir;f¢7¢5), Eq., plotted vs. —t, at xp; = 0.2, Q%> = 1.5 for the v*p — =%’
reaction. The error band was obtained by varying the value of the u-quark tensor charge, ., by +0.08. The dot-dashed curve
corresponds to d,, = 1.4, and the dashed curve corresponds to §,, = 0.6. The value of §; was kept fixed at —0.12. The graph
shows the sensitivity of the asymmetry to variations of the tensor charge, or the precision that is needed in measurements of
this quantity in order to reduce the size of the errors from the ones reported in Fig[I0}

E 2 2 u
g-z ] Q*=1GeV h!
*_ | = This paper
0.5 f — Pavia
04
03
0.2
0.1
0
01 -
r hd
01 - !
-0
-0.1 7— Torino
[ — Pavia
02 [ —— This paper
-03 -
10" 107 10~ 10! 1

FIG. 12: (Color online) Transversity, h? plotted vs. = at Q*= 1 GeV?, for the u quarks (upper panel) and for the d quark
(lower panel). Besides our analysis, the most recent extractions from experimental data were plotted, namely the analysis of
the Pavia group extraction [12] obtained from dihadron production in a collinear framework, and the Torino group extraction
[I1] obtained combining data on polarized SIDIS single hadron production [47, 48], and data on dihadron production from
eTe” annihilation [49] (see the corresponding tensor charge values in Fig.
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devised.
In Figure we demonstrate the sensitivity of pseudoscalar meson production data to the values of the tensor
charge. For illustration, we show only the 7° asymmetry, and we fix §q = —0.12. The figure shows curves for varying

0, in the range 0.6 — 1.4, whereas the error band was obtained by varying the tensor charge by 40.08. Additional
information on &4 can be obtained by comparing 7° and 1 measurements. The purpose of the calculations represented
in this figure is to gain information on the kind of precision that will be needed in order to reduce the error on the
tensor charge with respect to the values from the analyses reported in Fig[I0] From the figure we conclude that an
accurate extraction of tensor charge and its flavor dependence will be possible at Jefferson Lab, 12 GeV [17].

The various transversity distributions mentioned in our discussion above are shown in Figure These curves show
that the tensor charge for the u-quark will be larger than the results from the two other analyses, while the d-quark
tensor charge will be smaller, again showing the importance of the small x behavior in our Reggeized scheme.

We conclude this section by noting that the GPD Er enters the transverse non flip amplitudes, ffBJr(**) and it
can therefore be extracted once more accurate data are available. We postpone the discussion of this observable to
future work.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In conclusion, we reiterate that transverse asymmetries allow us to single out the tensor charge best. Namely, the
asymmetries are sensitive to the GPD Hyp, in contrast to the longitudinal target polarization asymmetries reported
in detail in Ref.[4] that are mostly sensitive to the GPDs EIT, Er, and ET, and to the integral of 2f~IT + Er, or
the tensor anomalous magnetic moment. A combined analysis of 7° and 7 data will allow us to perform a flavor
separation of both the tensor charges and the tensor anomalous magnetic moments.

It should be noticed, however, that although the agreement of the tensor charge values reported in this paper with
the very precise recent lattice results is excellent, in our analysis the tensor charge was obtained indirectly, by using
constraints from Parity relations that allow us to connect to the somewhat better constrained GPDs in the chiral
even sector. The extraction we proposed can therefore be considered model dependent. Nevertheless, at this stage
our study provides, on one side, a set of very much needed estimates and constraints on the size of the various, so
far largely unexplored, chiral odd GPDs. On the other side, it opens the way to an upcoming analysis that will be
performed by fitting our functional forms directly to the combined exclusive  and 7° electroproduction data, once
these will be made available. Our ultimate goal is to determine the chiral odd GPDs from a global analysis on its
own merit, using all of the pseudoscalar meson production data. Hence, this paper can be considered to be a step in
this direction in that it provides a framework with which to gauge the various contributions to all cross sections and
asymimetries.

Most importantly, the suggested analysis will allow us to substantially reduce the errors on the flavor dependent
dq, and to perform, for the first time, an experimental extraction of .

We complete our discussion by acknowledging similar work in this direction i.e. Refs.[58] 59], and the alternative
method proposed in Ref. [60] [61] to access chiral odd GPDs, through the electroproduction of two vector mesons.

Acknowledgments

We thank the Hall B collaboration at Jefferson Lab, in particular Harut Avakian, Francois Xavier Girod, Andrey
Kim, Valery Kubarovsky and Paul Stoler for useful discussions and suggestions. We also thank Aurore Courtoy
and Alexei Prokudin for discussions and for providing the calculated transversity functions from their respective
collaborations’ papers. This work was supported by the U.S. Department of Energy grant DE-FG02-01ER4120.

Appendix A: Quark-proton scattering helicity amplitudes

The vertex functions corresponding to Fig[2] are,

¢-a-x = (1) Agh (A1)
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where ¢} ,, the basic structures in our model, are the quark-proton scattering amplitudes at leading order with proton-
quark-diquark vertices given in Fig The intermediate diquark system can have JF = 0% (scalar), or J¥ = 11 (axial
vector). Its invariant mass, Mx varies in our model according to a spectral function, thus generating Regge behavior

at large M% [62]. We start from the region X > (. At fixed Mx, the amplitudes read,

AS\O/)/\/,A)\ - /koLQST\/)\/(k/,P,)(]SA)\(IC,P),

with vertex structures

t (6, P) = A(m+ MX),
qu__(k,P) = A(ky + ike),
b (k,P) =+ (K, P)
¢—+(k, P) =—¢} _(k,P).

For S =1,

Aﬁwuz/fmﬁm@uﬂ e e g% \(k, P),
>\II

where )\ is the diquark’s helicity, which in our model is taken as transverse only, and the vertex structures are

ki — ik
o1 (kP)= AS—3
_ (k1 + ik2) X
(;S_H_(k;’P)— -A 11_;
T (k,P)=0
o5 _(k,P)= —A(m+ MX)
¢t (k,P)= —A(m+ MX)
¢~ (k,P)= 0
where,
_ L I'(k) 2 2 2 X 2 2 ki
A= A(k) TRz 5, and k% —m®=XM 7—XMX %
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