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Following on our recent analysis of the energy momentum tensor (EMT) of light nuclei in the
impulse approximation, we evaluate the leading exchange corrections also upto momenta of the order

of the nucleon mass. The exchange contributions to the EMT, are composed of the pair interaction,

plus the seagull and the pion exchange interactions, modulo the recoil correction. The exchange

contributions are shown to satisfy the current conservation requirement. These contributions are

small compared to those from the impulse approximation for most of the deuteron gravitational
form factors (GFFs), for momenta smaller than half of the nucleon mass. For larger momenta, the
exchange contributions are significant for the deuteron A- and D-GFFs. We suggest that the pion
GFFs can be extracted from the exchange contributions of select deuteron GFFs.

I. INTRODUCTION

The lightest and simplest nuclear system is the
deuteron, with binding energy (2.225 MeV), charge
radius (2.16 fm) and magnetic moment (0.857 in
Bohr magnetons). The deuteron large size and weak
binding, suggests that its shape is largely determined
by the exchange of a pion.

The gravitational form factors (GFFs) of the
deuteron carry important information on its mass
and spin distribution. The deuteron GFFs provide
important insights to the fundamental gravitational
content of a light nucleus. Model calculations of
the deuteron GFFs include the lightcone convolution
model [1] and more recently the Skyrme model [2],
et al. Empirically, the gluon GFFs of light nuclei
maybe accessible through threshold electromagnetic
production of heavy mesons (charmonium, bottomo-
nium) off nuclei.

The nucleus is composed of nucleons (protons and
neutrons) bound by strong QCD interactions. Most
of what is known about nuclei, follow from their elec-
tromagnetic properties using elastic electron scat-
tering at intermediate energies, where the nucle-
ons appear as rigid but extended bodies exchanging
mesons, albeit mostly pions. The disparity between
the fundamental and unconfined degrees of QCD
(quarks and gluons) and the observed but confined
degrees of freedom (mesons and nucleons) necessi-
tates the exploration of innovative probing methods.
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The ultimate goal is to unravel the composition of
the nucleons, and the interactions between nucleons
in a nucleus.

Recently, we investigated the deuteron GFFs using
the impulse approximation, with momentum trans-
fer in the nucleon mass range, i.e. k ~ mpy [3]. We
found large deviations of the deuteron GFFs with
that of the nucleon. One the other hand, it is well
established that the meson exchange-current contri-
butions to the electromagnetic form factors of two-
and three-nucleon systems are not negligible [4-7]
at large momentum transfer, i.e. k > %mN. The
motivation of this work is to analyse the corrections
induced by pion exchange currents to the deuteron

GFFs.

This paper is a follow up on our recent analy-
sis of the EMT of light nuclei in the impulse ap-
proximation [3]. In section II we discuss the Born
exchange corrections to the impulse approximation,
where the relativistic contributions are first retained.
To leading order in the pion-nucleon pseudo-vector
coupling, the exchange contributions are shown to
satisfy the EMT current conservation condition on
general ground. This is explicitly checked in the
non-relativistic limit. In section III we detail the
exchange contributions stemming from the non-
relativistic reduction of the nucleon pair exchange,
the seagull and pion exchanges, as well the recoil
correction. In section IV we compare the exchange
contributions to the impulse approximation for the
deuteron EMT. Our conclusions are in section V.
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II. DEUTERON EXCHANGE EMT A. Born approximation

The corrections to the impulse approximation will

be sought in the Born corrections at tree level. The The exchange contributions to the EMT in the
results will be checked to satisfy the EMT conserva- Born approximation, are shown in Fig. 1. Using the
tion law. The same observation holds for the non- canonical pseudo-vector coupling for the pion, the
relativistic limit of the extracted exchange currents. contributions (a + b) in Fig. 1 amount to
J
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where the coupling constant g,y is related to the nucleon axial charge g4 through the Goldberger-Treiman
relation g,n/my = ga/fr, with the pion decay constant f, = 93 MeV. Here Sr and A, are the nucleon
and pion propogators with Sg(l) = i/(] — my +i0) and Ar(q1,2) = i/(¢] 5 — m2 +i0). The nucleon EMT
TJ'L\L,V(ZQ, ll) is
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where P, = % The last term is the off-shell contribution. In leading order in chiral perturbation theory
(ChPT), A(k) =1, B(k) = C(k) = 0. [8]. Away from the chiral point, the nucleon GFFs have been extracted
from experiment [9], with overall agreement with QCD lattice simulations [10], pQCD factorisation [11] and
dual gravity [12, 13]. The contribution (c) with the intermediate pion EMT contributes

T4 n(k1,2) = — (%) T4 (g2, q1)a(py) g, 571 w(p1) A (q1) A (a2) 8 (p3) gy V575 w(p2) (3)

The general pion EMT can be written as
1 1 1
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where I* = (¢1 + ¢2)" and k" = (g2 — ¢1)*, with the pion invariant form factors T1,(k) = Tor(k) = 1 in
leading order in ChPT [8] . The last seagull contribution (d) to the EMT is

2
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To the order considered, we have checked that the g"” contributions in (2) and (5) cancel out. They will
not be considered in what follows.

B. EMT current conservation

The conservation of the EMT exchange contributions in the Born approximation and to leading order,
amount to

3
o (T4 (K, 1,2) + T (k,1,2) + T (k,1,2)) = O (%?) .
N

(

which is seen to follow readily for the on-shell leg of  each of the first two contributions, and after some
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FIG. 1: Exchange contributions to the EMT: (a+b) pair contribution; (c) pion exchange contribution; (d)
Seagull contribution. The solid, dashed and wavy lines represent the nucleon, pion and graviton,

respectively.

algebra for the off-shell parts plus the seagull contri-
butions. Note that in Eq. (6), the nucleon and pion
EMT are fixed by ChPT.

The contributions in Fig. 1 (a+b) contain the pos-
itive frequency plus the negative frequency nucleon
contribution in the intermediate state say of the
deuteron. The former is part of the deuteron poten-
tial and should be removed from the contribution to
the exchange current operator. With this in mind,

J

we split the Feynman intermediate propagator
Sr(P) = SE(P) + Sp(P) (7)

We now define the exchange EMT current by remov-
ing the nucleon state

TR = TR (k 1,2) + TR (k. 1.2) + T (k. 1,2)
(8)

which is seen to satisfy the modified EMT conserva-
tion

BT = b (T4 (6, 1,2) + T4 (5, 1,2) + T4 (8, 1,2)) = —h, T80 (k. 1,2) )

More specifically, for in-out on-shell nucleons, we have

ku T (k,1,2) = =T (01, 0) — k)Va (0 — K, p1;ph, p2) + Ve (0l o1 + k3 Do, p2) TR (p1 + K, p1)
+ 12 (10)
with the tree-level pseudo-vector pion exchange potential
g 2
. TN _ _
Ve (Ph, 15 Ph, p2) = —i (2mN ) u(ph) g, vs 7 u(pr) Ax(g2) a(py)d, 757" u(p2) (11)
[

Hence, the right-hand-side of (9) is emanable to the  with the continuity equation
commutator as a convolution in momentum space, of
the pion exchange potential with the EMT current kiT)i(” — T, T)O(”] — [Va, TJ(\),”] ~0 (13)

ku T " = Ve, TV (12)

We now separate the time component of the ex-
change current and define the Hamiltonian

H=T+V,

as the sum of single nucleon kinetic contribution 7T,
plus the pair nucleon pion exchange contribution V,

In the non-relativistic limit, the second contribution
is subleading, and (13) is satisfied by the leading
contributions

KT — Ve, T ~ 0 (14)
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FIG. 2: Exchange contributions to the EMT: (a) The pair contribution, (b) seagull contribution and (c)
the pion exchange contribution; (d) refers to the recoil plus wave function renormalization contributions.
The solid, dashed and wavy lines represent the nucleon, pion and graviton, respectively.

IIT. NON-RELATIVISTIC REDUCTION wiggly line refers to the insertion of the EMT, and
the dashed line to the pion exchange contribution
using the pseudo-vector coupling.

To extract the non-relativistic contributions to the
exchange currents, we will make use of the diagrams
in Fig. 2, with the positive nucleon contribution in
(a) subtracted, and the recoil contribution and wave-
function renormalization in (d) retained. Again, the The non relativistic reduction for Fig. (2)a is

J

A. Fig. 2a : Pair contribution
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with Py = p; +p} = 2P — ¢2 and w,, = (§7 + m2)¥/2. To evaluate the contributions (15) in a deuteron
state, we follow our recent analysis in [3]. In particular, we have
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where the form factor Jx,(k) can be expressed as
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(

where v and w represent the reduced radial com- following the conventions in [7] for the electromag-
ponents 357 and 3D; of the deuteron wavefunction, netic current.
which have been solved in our previous work [3],

B. Fig. 2b : Seagull contribution

Yo = e " /(mgr)
Vi = (1+1/(mxr))Yo The non relativistic reduction for the seagull con-
Yo = (3/(myr)® +3/(mxr)+1)Yy  (18)  tribution in Fig. 2b, reads
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The t% contribution to the deuteron EMT, is
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where the form factor Jxg can be expressed as
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The t¥ contribution can be parametrized as [14]
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where Dy xs , D2 xs and D3 xg are the form factors which satisfy the current conserved condition. The
contributions 6% and Q% in (22), appear to upset the conservation law k‘T%. As we show below, the



conservation law is upheld in the non-relativistic limit when all contributions are added up. As a result, the
contributions 6% and Q% cancel out. With this in mind, we can extract them by defining

o 1 3
£ =11 — gé”tf - 5Q”WQM (23)

which is traceless and satisfies £ Q% = 0. Using £/, one can solve for the form factors Dyo,2,3),x5 as
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C. Fig. 2c : Pion exchange contribution

The non relativistic reduction of the pion exchange contribution in Fig. 2c, yields
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The second contributions in each of T, and T}__ follow from the off-shell part in (4). Their contribution
to the deuteron EMT, are
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For the T% component, we only keep the contributions that satisfy the current conservation law. As we
noted above, the upsetting terms cancel out when all contributions are added up. The corresponding form
factors are lengthy and given in Appendix A.
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D. Fig. 2d : Recoil contribution

For the recoil contribution in left panel in Fig. 2d, the amplitude can be written as
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As for the disconnected diagrams, which contribute to the wave function renormalization factor, they can
be written as [15]
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As a result, the recoil contribution and wave function renormalization T%'; = Tq, + T}; can be expressed
as
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The contribution to the GFF from Fig. 2d can be expressed as
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E. EMT conservation in non-relativistic limit

To check (14) in the non-relativistic limit, we com-
bine the result in (19) with that in (25), to have
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where we have set T}, = Tor = 1. On the other hand, [V, TJ%”] can be expressed as
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where we have set A(k?) = 1 and B(k?) = 0, which are the leading ChPT values.
[

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS Dy x = D3 x5(24b) + D3 xrr(Ale)
D3 x = D3 x5(24¢) + D3 xxx(ALf) (35)
To summarise, the exchange contributions in the
deuteron state are with the contributions from the a-pair, b-seagull, c-
ipi and d-recoil labeled by the pertinent result. In
T, — T® 4 7% b oL Y the perinel .
o 0_7”7 o o o the forward limit, we note that Ty = —V; which
Tpx = Ty, + Txs + Txer + TXg is the pion pair potential. When combined with the
TgX - T)i(j ¢+ T)i(j7T7r (34) deuteron result 7% from the impulse approximation

. in [3|, we obtain the sum rule for the deuteron mass
The corresponding GFFs from the exchange currents

are 2
mp ~2my +{ —5 — Wz .
Ax = AXﬂ-ﬂ-(Ala) + AXR(Sla) my D

@x = Qxrr(A1D) + Qxr(310) with the bracket including the recoil correction at
Ix = Jxa(17) + Jxs(21a) + Jxrr(Alc) + Jx r(31€) next to leading order in P, and the pion exchange

Dy x = Dy xs(24a) + Do, xr(Ald) correction. Note that the contribution of —V to

(31c)
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FIG. 3: The deuteron GFFs in the impulse approximation from [3], along with exchange corrections from
this work. The subscript “imp" refer to the impulse approximation, while the subsripts “Xz", “X.S",
“Xnr" and “XR" refer to the exchange contributions from the pair diagram (Fig. 2a), seagull
diagram (Fig. 2b), pion exchange diagram (Fig. 2¢) and recoil contribution (Fig. 2d), respectively. These
results are for the pion GFFs set to T, = To, = 1.

the deuteron energy from pion exchange through the
mass GFF, is consistent with the one made in DIS
in [17]. We now proceed to compare the changes
due to (34) on the results from our analysis, using
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pulse approximation in [3].
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the leading order in ChPT, we first set the

pion GFF to their ChPT values Ty, = To, = 1 in



1 '\“;‘ T T r
0.100} ‘00,,.
"tzz."
— Co 22,
< 0010} Tea tra,,
° Almp ° s R
° P
0001y Ame+Aom .
A Amp+tAxmrtAxR
[ ]
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
K2 (GeV?)
R . B .
0.50f Jimp e
- * Jimp+dxmtIxs
s
."o.. * Jimp i +xs +xro
= 0.10} 8
- .'l." Jimp +Jxrr+Jxs +dxrmm +IxR
0.05} Y13, :
i
3
i i
i
0.01 -I 1 1 1 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

0.500 \"m.
'
...
[ ]

0.100}
_— L [ ]
3 0.050 Dyases,
—_— ..

" Dy imp+D2xs ..'o.
®e
0.010¢ * Domp+Doxs+Daxmr "%,
[ ]
0.005} ®e,
o
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

k?(GeV?)

10F
5 L
_ 0y
g ...'
® Qmp l.'
1¢ o,
* lep+Qer ",'
PO 4 Oyt Q@ ey,
Imp mor T WXR ¢ ¢ ,.
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
K*(GeV?)
10 \.l | l :
1F e,
"':'0
I.:'...
— 0.100¢ . ..":.llllllll-
Qo * Doimp . *%e, Lo
- *
0.010¢ Do, imp+Do,xs * :o .
[ ]
0.001 1 ¢ Do,imp+Do xs+Dgxmm .
*
10k : . . .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
K*(GeV?)
1pr : : : ,
.,llluuu.""
&lm"’.. Cl....'..
.: 0,.‘ ss,, ..
0.100} e ‘e,
'S MEIR
» - D *.
[ ]
Q . 3,Imp P .
0.010¢ D3 imp+D3 xs .
* D3 imp+D3 xs+D3 xrn ¢
0.001¢ N
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

10

k*(GeV?)

FIG. 4: Same as Fig. 3 but with the parametrized pion GFFs following from the QCD Lattice calculation
in [16] in Eq. 36.

our numerical results. For the nucleon GFFs, we use
the ones detailed in our previous work [3], which are
borrowed from the Lattice calculation in [10] and the
dual gravity calculation in [13], for a direct compar-
ison between the exchange currents and the impulse
approximation. In Fig 3 we show the results solely
from the impulse approximation derived in [3], in

blue-dotted lines for all the deuteron GFFs. The

added

exchange contributions from the pair, seag-

ull, pipi and recoil as detailed in (35) for each of the
deuteron GFFs are shown in cyan-, orange-, green-,
red-dotted lines. To show the correction due to the
pion GFFs, we borrow their parameterization from



the recent Lattice calculation in [16],

0.596

R
1+ 557 cove

0.304

02
L+ 1.44 GeV?

0.546

k2
1+ 1.129 GeV?
0.481
T (k) = ———— (36)
1+ 1.262 GeV?

Tt (k) =
Ty, (k) =

T3, (k) =

The same results with the pion GFFs following the
parametrization (36) from the lattice results in [16],
are shown in Fig 4. For the seagull and off-shellness
part, we do not have the parameterization form cur-
rently, so they are only quoted from the leading or-
der in ChPT. The main differences are seen in the
deuteron GFFs |A, Dy, D3|, offering the possibility
of extracting the pion GFFs from the deuteron ex-
change pion contribution, as we detail further below.

The deuteron mass GFF |A| receives contributions
solely from the impulse approximation (blue-circles)
and the pion exchange diagram (green-diamonds).
There is no seagull contribution, and the recoil con-
tribution is very small (red-triangle). A comparison
of Fig 3 (without the pion form factors) and Fig 4
(with the pion form factors), shows large deviations
in the range k > %mN. This suggests that the pion
GFF Ti, can be extracted from a measurement of
the deuteron mass GFF |A|. The recoil corrections
are small (red-triangle) due to a large cancellation
between the recoil contribution and wave-function
renormalization, much like for the electromagnetic
form factors [15, 18].

The exchange contributions to the deuteron spin
and quadrupole GFFs |J, Q| shown in Fig 4, are rel-
atively small for a wide range of ¥ < mpy. The
deuteron GFFs |Dg 23| shown in Fig 4, receive
exchange contributions from the seagull and pion
(Xmm) contributions, but none from the recoil cor-
rections.

The correction from the seagull plus pion ex-
change contributions for |Dg| (standard D-term)
in Fig 4, are small for £ < %mN. The seagull
contribution moves down the diffractive peak from
the impulse approximation (blue-circles) from about
0.9GeV? to about 0.5GeV? (orange-squares), be-
fore being shifted up (green-diamonds) to about
0.7 GeV? by the pion exchange contribution (X7r).

The exchange seagull contribution (orange-
squares) is relatively large for |Ds3| (D-term
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for mixed tensor-spin-spin contribution) (orange-
squares) in Fig 4, but very small for | D3| (D-term for
mixed tensor-quadrupole contribution) for most of
the range of k supported by our approximation. This
is mostly due to the fact that Dy in the impulse ap-
proximation, is generated by a non-local interaction
proportional to the D-wave admixture w which is
small, while the seagull exchange contribution (24b)
includes the contribution from the S-wavefunction u
which is large.

In contrast, the exchange pion contribution
(green-diamonds) in Fig 4, shifts down | D3| at larger
momenta. This observation once combined with the
one for | A| above, suggests that the pion GFFs T or
can be extracted from the exchange contributions
in |A,Ds|. With the exception of |Ds|, most of
the GFFs mass, quadrupole and spin radii are left
unchanged by the exchange corrections. We note
that the pion exchange contribution in the stan-
dard deuteron D-term Dy at large k, will modify
the deuteron pressure distribution obtained in the
impulse approximation at small distances.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have analyzed the exchange contributions to
the deuteron EMT, by including the contributions
from the pair, seagull, pion exchange and recoil in
the non-relativistic Born approximation. This re-
duction is expected to hold for momenta within a
nucleon mass range. The exchange contributions
were shown to satisfy the conservation law for the
EMT.

The pion exchange contribution appears to be siz-
able in the deuteron GFFs |A, D3| when the pion
GFF are added to the impulse approximation, with
the seagull and recoil contributions being small in
the range of a nucleon mass. This suggests the pos-
sibility of empirically extracting the pion GFFs from
the measured deuteron GFFs |4, Ds|.

Most of the exchange contributions are small in
the range k < %mN, leaving unchanged the mass,
quadrupole and spin radii in the deuteron. This
may reflect on the fact that the low gravitational
multipole transition rates maybe insensitive to the
meson exchange currents, the exception being the
deuteron Dy GFF as we have explained above. This
result may be viewed as the gravitational analogue
of Siegert theorem for the electromagnetic current in
nuclei [19, 20]. However, this observation deserves a
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more thorough investigation. raphy (QGT) Topical Collaboration, under contract
no. DE-SC0023646.
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