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2CPHT, CNRS, École polytechnique, Institut Polytechnique de Paris, 91120 Palaiseau, France

3School of Mechanics and Physics, Anhui University of Science and Technology, Huainan, Anhui 232001, China

We present the first systematic study of the relativistic axial-vector four-current distributions
inside a nucleon. We show in particular that the slope of the axial form factor GA(Q

2) in the forward
limit – conventionally denoted as R2

A in the literature – does not represent the three-dimensional
mean-square axial radius in the Breit frame, but corresponds instead to a contribution to the mean-
square spin radius. We derive explicit expressions for the latter in different frames and find in
general additional contributions that depend on both the nucleon mass and the forward values of
the axial-vector form factors GA(0) and GP (0). This provides an additional key motivation for on-
going lattice QCD calculations and future experimental measurements of the induced pseudoscalar
form factor GP (Q

2).

Introduction. A fundamental aspect of the nucleon
spin structure is captured by the axial-vector form fac-
tors (FFs), which are Lorentz-invariant quantities play-
ing a crucial role in the weak sector, especially in neutrino
scattering [1–8] and oscillation [9–13] experiments. Nu-
merous theoretical investigations of these FFs based on
chiral perturbation theory and phenomenological models
can be found in Refs. [14–24]. Tremendous progress from
the lattice QCD side has also been reported in the last
few years [25–33]. For recent reviews on axial-vector FFs,
see e.g. Refs. [34–38].

Following the early works [39, 40], the mean-square
axial radius of the nucleon is traditionally defined in the
literature as [8, 41–45]

R2
A ≡ − 6

GA(0)

dGA(Q
2)

dQ2

∣∣∣∣
Q2=0

, (1)

where GA(Q
2) is the nucleon axial FF. This definition

is based on an analogy with the standard (conventional)
expression for the mean-square charge radius [46–48]

⟨r2E⟩ = − 6

GE(0)

dGE(Q
2)

dQ2

∣∣∣∣
Q2=0

, (2)

where GE(Q
2) is the nucleon Sachs electric FF.

It should be stressed that Eq. (2) is not merely a defi-
nition, but the result of evaluating the r2-moment of the
conventional electric charge distribution of the nucleon
in the Breit frame (BF) [47]. In this particular case, it
turns out that the conventional mean-square charge ra-
dius can be simply expressed in terms of the slope of the
electric FF at Q2 = 0. However, the relations between
genuine mean-square radii and FFs are in general more
complicated. For example, the mean-square mass radius
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of a spin-0 target (of mass M) is given by [49]

⟨r2mass⟩ = −6
dA(Q2)

dQ2

∣∣∣∣
Q2=0

− 3D(0)

2M2
− 3

4M2
, (3)

where A(Q2) and D(Q2) are gravitational FFs that
parametrize the energy-momentum tensor of the system,
and the last term is a relativistic recoil contribution that
was neglected in Ref. [49]. Similar expressions have been
found for spin- 12 [50], spin-1 [51] and spin-32 [52] targets.
In the case of the mechanical radius, the expression does
not even involve any FF derivative [49].

In view of these observations and the prevailing
misconceptions in the literature, the aim of the present
Letter is to investigate in detail whether the widespread
interpretation of R2

A given by Eq. (1) as the nucleon
mean-square axial radius is justified or not. In particu-
lar, we demonstrate that the nucleon mean-square spin
radius, defined in terms of both the axial and induced
pseudoscalar FFs, is a natural and physically meaningful
3D mean-square radius that better characterizes the size
of the weak content of the nucleon.

Mean-square radii. Fundamentally, the notion of
mean-square radius characterizes the extension of a spa-
tial distribution ρ(r), and is defined as [53]

⟨r2⟩ ≡
∫
d3r r2ρ(r)∫
d3r ρ(r)

= − 1

ρ̃(0)
∇2

∆ρ̃(∆)
∣∣∣
∆=0

, (4)

where

ρ̃(∆) =

∫
d3r ei∆·r ρ(r). (5)

This inverse Fourier transform is usually identified with
some BF amplitude, i.e. a matrix element where the ini-
tial and final momenta satisfy pB = −p′

B = −∆/2.

For example, the conventional electric charge distribu-
tion of the nucleon [47] is defined as the Fourier transform
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of the following BF amplitude

J̃0
B(∆) ≡ ⟨p′B , ↑ |j0(0)|pB , ↑⟩

2M
= eGE(∆

2), (6)

where jµ(x) is the electromagnetic four-current operator,
|p, s⟩ is a covariantly normalized momentum eigenstate
with canonical polarization s, and e is the positive unit
of electric charge. Setting ρ̃ = J̃0

B in Eq. (4) leads directly

to Eq. (2), since in the BF we can write Q2 = ∆2.

This is to be contrasted with the phase-space formal-
ism [53–55], where the intrinsic relativistic electric charge
distribution of the nucleon is unambiguously defined as
the Fourier transform of

J̃ 0
B(∆) ≡ ⟨p′B , ↑ |j0(0)|pB , ↑⟩

2P 0
B

= e
M

P 0
B

GE(∆
2), (7)

in agreement with older analyses [56, 57] and the require-
ment that the total electric charge must transform as
a Lorentz scalar [54]. The BF energy being given by
P 0
B = p′0B = p0B = M

√
1 + τ with τ ≡ Q2/(4M2), one

concludes that the relativistic mean-square charge radius
of the proton is in fact given by [53]

⟨r2ch⟩ = ⟨r2E⟩+
3

4M2
. (8)

The additional term, known as the Darwin-Foldy term,
actually appeared in Ref. [46] but was later discarded by
hand by the authors to comply with the conventions in
force in atomic spectroscopy.

3D Breit frame distributions. Using solely funda-
mental symmetries (namely Poincaré symmetry includ-
ing parity, time-reversal and charge-conjugation symme-
tries, and the G-parity invariance of QCD), the ma-
trix elements of the axial-vector four-current operator
jµ5 (x) = ψ(x)γµγ5ψ(x) for a given quark flavor and for a
generic spin- 12 target can be parametrized as [27, 34]

⟨p′, s′|jµ5 (0)|p, s⟩ =

u(p′, s′)

[
γµγ5GA(Q

2) +
∆µγ5
2M

GP (Q
2)

]
u(p, s),

(9)

where GP (Q
2) is the induced pseudoscalar FF, and ∆µ =

p′µ − pµ is the four-momentum transfer.

Similarly to Eq. (7), we define the axial-vector BF am-
plitudes as

Ãµ
B(∆) ≡ ⟨p′B , ↑ |jµ5 (0)|pB , ↑⟩

2P 0
B

(10)

with the nucleon spin polarized along an arbitrary direc-

tion denoted by the unit vector ŝ. We obtain

Ã0
B = 0,

Ãi
B =

[
ŝi − ∆i(∆ · ŝ)

4P 0
B(P

0
B +M)

]
GA(∆

2)

− ∆i(∆ · ŝ)
4MP 0

B

GP (∆
2).

(11)

Contrary to the electromagnetic case, we see that the
axial charge density vanishes identically in the BF, hence
there is no nontrivial axial charge radius. This can be
understood from the fact that the electromagnetic four-
current is timelike, whereas the axial-vector four-current
is spacelike.

Although the axial charge density vanishes identically
in the BF, it is still possible to provide a density in-
terpretation for the spatial part of the axial-vector cur-
rent. Using the QCD equations of motion, the rank-
3 canonical spin tensor operator can be expressed as
Sµαβ = 1

2ϵ
µαβλj5λ with ϵ0123 = +1 [58]. The spin den-

sity operator is then given by Si = 1
2ϵ

ijkS0jk = 1
2j

i
5.

As a result, we can define a meaningful 3D nucleon spin
distribution in the BF as follows [59]

Si
B(r) =

1

2

∫
d3∆

(2π)3
e−i∆·r Ãi

B(∆). (12)

The 3D nucleon spin radius rS can then be unambigu-

ously defined as rS =
√

⟨r2spin⟩, with

⟨r2spin⟩ ≡
∫
d3r r2 ŝ · SB(r)∫
d3r ŝ · SB(r)

= R2
A +

1

4M2

(
1 +

2GP (0)

GA(0)

)
.

(13)

Besides the R2
A term coming from the slope of the ax-

ial FF at Q2 = 0 given by Eq. (1), we find two addi-
tional contributions associated with the ∆i(∆ · ŝ) terms
in Eq. (11). The latter can be understood as relativistic
effects [53, 60] which can formally be ignored only if we
consider the static limit M → ∞.

In Figure 1, we illustrate the spin distribution (12)
inside the nucleon using the corresponding axial-vector

FFs GA(Q
2) ≡

∑
f G

f
A(Q

2) and GP (Q
2) ≡

∑
f G

f
P (Q

2)

from recent lattice QCD calculations [30], where Gf
X(Q2)

for X = A,P and f = u, d are parametrized as

Gf
X(Q2) =

Gf
X(0)(

1 + Q2

(mf
X)2

)2 (14)

with the dipolar parameters given in Table I. It should
be noted that the contributions from heavier quarks
(e.g., s and c quarks) are not included in our numer-
ical calculations due to their small contributions but
large uncertainties [30]. We find in particular that
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FIG. 1. The 3D relativistic spin distribution SB(r) from
Eq. (12) in the ry = 0 plane for a longitudinally polarized
nucleon, using the nucleon axial-vector FFs (14) and param-
eters from Table I.

TABLE I. The dipole model parametrization of the axial and
induced pseudoscalar form factors of the u and d quarks for
the nucleon from Ref. [30].

Gu
A(0) Gd

A(0) mu
A [GeV] md

A [GeV]

0.859 −0.423 1.187 1.168

Gu
P (0) Gd

P (0) mu
P [GeV] md

P [GeV]

125 −115 0.193 0.191

rS ≈ 0.916 fm and RA ≈ 0.567 fm by using the lattice
data from Ref. [30]. This indicates that the relativistic

contribution 1
4M2

(
1 + 2GP (0)

GA(0)

)
in Eq. (13) is not small.

2D light-front distributions. Although BF distribu-
tions provide us the best proxy for picturing in 3D a
system sitting in average at rest around the origin, their
lack of strict probabilistic interpretation is often regarded
as a deficiency [61]. By focusing on a Galilean subgroup
of the Lorentz group, one can define alternative densities
with strict probabilistic interpretation [62] by using the
light-front (LF) formalism, see e.g. Refs. [61, 63–66].

In the LF formalism [67], a four-vector is represented
by the set of components aµ = [a+, a−,a⊥] with a± ≡
(a0 ± a3)/

√
2. Since the scalar product takes the form

p·x = p−x++p+x−−p⊥ ·x⊥, treating x
+ as the LF time

variable implies that p− corresponds to the LF energy,
given by (p2

⊥+M2)/(2p+) according to the on-mass-shell
relation p2 =M2.

Similarly to the electromagnetic distributions studied
in Refs. [53–55], the axial-vector LF distributions are de-

fined via the following two-dimensional Fourier transform

Aµ
LF(b⊥;P

+) =

∫
d2∆⊥

(2π)2
e−i∆⊥·b⊥ Ãµ

LF(∆⊥;P
+), (15)

where the amplitudes with given initial and final LF he-
licities

Ãµ
LF(∆⊥;P

+) ≡ LF⟨p′, λ′|jµ5 (0)|p, λ⟩LF
2P+

(16)

are evaluated in the so-called symmetric LF frame speci-
fied by P⊥ = (p′

⊥+p⊥)/2 = 0⊥ and ∆+ = 0. Note that
the latter condition amounts to an integration over the
longitudinal LF coordinate r− in position space.

Using the LF Dirac spinors in the parametrization (9),
we find

Ã+
LF = (σz)λ′λGA(∆

2
⊥),

Ã−
LF = −P

−

P+
(σz)λ′λGA(∆

2
⊥),

Ãi
⊥,LF =

M

P+

[
(σi

⊥)λ′λ +
i∆̃i

⊥
2M

δλ′λ

]
GA(∆

2
⊥)

−
∆i

⊥ (∆⊥ · σ⊥)λ′λ

4MP+
GP (∆

2
⊥),

(17)

where σi are the Pauli matrices and ∆̃⊥ ≡ ez × ∆⊥.
The LF axial charge distribution A+

LF(b⊥) turns out to
be P+-independent. It does not vanish in the case of a
longitudinally polarized nucleon and is interpreted in the
LF formalism as the quark helicity distribution [62, 68].

The 2D mean-square helicity (or axial) radius is then
naturally defined on the LF for λ′ = λ as [68]

⟨b2A⟩LF =

∫
d2b⊥ b

2
⊥ A+

LF(b⊥)∫
d2b⊥ A+

LF(b⊥)
=

2

3
R2

A. (18)

Since LF distributions are two-dimensional, it is tempt-
ing to interpret R2

A as the corresponding three-
dimensional mean-square axial radius, e.g. based on the
Abel-Radon transformation [69, 70]. This would be jus-
tified if we could demonstrate that the LF axial charge
distribution is the projection of a spherically symmetric
3D distribution onto the transverse plane. Unfortunately,
3D LF distributions with strict probabilistic interpreta-
tion do not exist because of the necessary ∆+ = 0 con-
straint [71].

Alternatively, one can consider the longitudinal LF
spin distribution given by SL,LF ≡ 1

4Tr[σz A
+
LF], which is

nothing other than half of the light-front helicity distri-
bution. Since by definition the mean-square radius does
not depend on the overall normalization of the distribu-
tion, we obtain naturally

⟨b2spin,L⟩LF = ⟨b2A⟩LF =
2

3
R2

A. (19)

If we use instead the transverse LF spin distribution
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FIG. 2. The scaled 2D transverse LF spin distribution
P+

M
ST,LF(b⊥;P

+) = P+

2M
A⊥,LF(b⊥;P

+) from Eq. (15) for a
transversely polarized nucleon, using the nucleon axial-vector
FFs (14) and parameters from Table I.

ST,LF ≡ 1
4Tr[σ⊥ · A⊥,LF] = ŝ⊥ · ST,LF, where the nu-

merical result for ST,LF(b⊥;P
+) is illustrated in Fig. 2,

we find

⟨b2spin,T ⟩LF =
2

3
R2

A +
1

2M2

GP (0)

GA(0)
. (20)

Note that the P+-dependence of ST,LF enters merely
as a global factor and drops out when calculating the
mean-square radius. The difference between longitudinal
and transverse LF mean-square spin radii is of rela-
tivistic origin, and disappears in the static limitM → ∞.

2D elastic frame distributions. BF and LF axial-vector
distributions at first appearance look somewhat different.
To understand how they are related to each other, we
can use the phase-space formalism and define 2D elastic
frame (EF) distributions [50, 59]. Besides transverse po-
sition, these time-independent distributions depend also
on the average momentum P = (p′ + p)/2 ≡ Pzez of
the target, which defines the z-axis without loss of gen-
erality [54]. Taking the limit Pz → 0 we obtain naturally
the projection of the BF distributions onto the transverse
plane, while taking the infinite momentum limit Pz → ∞
we recover basically the LF distributions [53–55].

Similarly to the axial-vector LF distributions (15), the
axial-vector EF distributions are defined via the following
two-dimensional Fourier transform

Aµ
EF(b⊥;Pz) =

∫
d2∆⊥

(2π)2
e−i∆⊥·b⊥ Ãµ

EF(∆⊥;Pz), (21)

where the EF amplitudes in polarization space

Ãµ
EF(∆⊥;Pz) ≡

⟨p′, s′|jµ5 (0)|p, s⟩
2P 0

(22)

are evaluated in a generic frame where P⊥ = 0⊥ and
∆z = 0 so as to ensure that no energy is transferred to
the system. We can therefore write p′0 = p0 = P 0 =√
M2(1 + τ) + P 2

z .

Evaluating the matrix elements (9) in a generic EF, we
find

Ã0
EF =

Pz

P 0
(σz)s′sGA(∆

2
⊥),

Ãz,EF = (σz)s′sGA(∆
2
⊥),

Ãi
⊥,EF =
√
P 2

P 0

[
(σi

⊥)s′s cos θ − i∆̃i
⊥

2M
√
τ
δs′s sin θ

]
GA(∆

2
⊥)

−
∆i

⊥ (∆⊥ · σ⊥)s′s
4P 0

[
GA(∆

2
⊥)

P 0 +M
+
GP (∆

2
⊥)

M

]
,

(23)
with the Wigner rotation given by [53, 55, 72]

cos θ =
P 0 +M(1 + τ)

(P 0 +M)
√
1 + τ

,

sin θ = −
√
τ Pz

(P 0 +M)
√
1 + τ

.

(24)

Above results nicely agree with the expected Lorentz
transformation law for amplitudes from the BF to a
generic EF [73, 74]

⟨p′, s′|jµ5 (0)|p, s⟩ =
∑

s′B ,sB

D
†(1/2)
s′s′B

(p′B ,Λ)D
(1/2)
sBs (pB ,Λ)

× Λµ
ν ⟨p′B , s′B |jν5 (0)|pB , sB⟩,

(25)
where D(1/2) is the Wigner spin rotation matrix for a
spin- 12 system [53, 55]. It is straightforward to see that
the EF amplitudes (23) reduce to the BF ones (11) with
∆z = 0 when Pz → 0, and to the LF ones (17) up to some
convention-dependent factors when Pz → ∞ [53, 55].

When Pz > 0 and the target is longitudinally polar-
ized, the axial density is nonzero. We can then define a
meaningful 2D mean-square axial radius in a generic EF
for a longitudinally polarized target s′ = s:

⟨b2A⟩EF(Pz) =

∫
d2b⊥ b

2
⊥ A0

EF(b⊥;Pz)∫
d2b⊥ A0

EF(b⊥;Pz)
=

2

3
R2

A +
1

2E2
P

,

(26)

with EP =
√
M2 + P 2

z . We stress, however, that the 2D
axial density is not intrinsic and arises simply because
a longitudinal boost mixes the components A0 and Az.
In the LF formalism the boost is not necessary since one
defines from the very beginning the density via the com-
ponent A+ = (A0 +Az)/

√
2.
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FIG. 3. The 2D transverse EF spin distribution
ST,EF(b⊥;Pz) = 1

2
A⊥,EF(b⊥;Pz) from Eq. (21) for a trans-

versely polarized nucleon at Pz = 1 GeV, using the nucleon
axial-vector FFs (14) and parameters from Table I.

Alternatively, we can consider the longitudinal and
transverse EF spin distributions SL,EF ≡ 1

4Tr[σz Az,EF]

and ST,EF ≡ 1
4Tr[σ⊥ · A⊥,EF] = ŝ⊥ · ST,EF, where the

numerical result for ST,EF(b⊥;Pz) is illustrated in Fig. 3.
The corresponding 2D mean-square radii read

⟨b2spin,L⟩EF =
2

3
R2

A,

⟨b2spin,T ⟩EF(Pz) =
2

3
R2

A +
1

2M2

GP (0)

GA(0)

− 1

2M(EP +M)
+

1

2E2
P

.

(27)

In the infinite-momentum limit Pz → ∞, we recover, as
expected, the LF mean-square spin radii (19) and (20).
Interestingly, if we average over all spin directions and
take Pz → 0, we find

⟨b2spin,L⟩EF + 2 ⟨b2spin,T ⟩EF(0)

3
=

2

3
⟨r2spin⟩, (28)

in agreement with the 3D BF mean-square spin radius
given in Eq. (13), taking into account the fact that the
latter does not depend on the spin direction.

Conclusions. We investigated in detail in this Letter
whether the widespread interpretation of R2

A given by
Eq. (1) as the nucleon mean-square axial radius is justi-
fied or not.

In the Breit frame, where 3D spatial distributions are
traditionally defined, the axial density vanishes identi-
cally (11). This means that the 3D mean-square nucleon

axial radius does not exist, and thus the interpretation
of RA as the nucleon axial radius does not rest on sound
physical grounds. In contrast, we demonstrated that a
physically meaningful 3D nucleon mean-square spin ra-
dius (13) can be unambiguously defined in terms of the
same axial-vector FFs.
Another option is to consider 2D spatial distributions

in the light-front formalism. For a longitudinally polar-
ized nucleon, the 2D mean-square axial radius is equal to
the mean-square longitudinal spin radius, and is given by
2
3R

2
A (19). For a transversely polarized nucleon, however,

the mean-square axial radius vanishes while the mean-
square transverse spin radius receives an additional con-
tribution on top of the 2

3R
2
A term (20).

An interpolation between the Breit frame and light-
front results can be obtained by using the concept of
2D elastic frame distributions, based on the phase-space
formalism. When the nucleon has finite average mo-
mentum Pz, the 2D mean-square axial and transverse
spin radii receive additional Pz-dependent contributions
compared to the light-front ones, see Eqs. (26) and (27).
These extra contributions formally disappear, however,
in the infinite-momentum limit Pz → ∞.

In summary, contrary to what is usually stated in the
literature we did not find any proper justification for
interpreting the quantity R2

A as the physical 3D mean-
square axial radius of a spin- 12 target (a nucleon for in-
stance). On the other hand, the nucleon mean-square
spin radius ⟨r2spin⟩ (13) is a well-defined and physically
meaningful 3D mean-square radius that characterizes
more realistically the spatial extension of the weak con-
tent of the nucleon. From a 2D perspective, however, the
quantity 2

3R
2
A can consistently be interpreted as the 2D

mean-square axial or longitudinal spin radius, albeit only
for a longitudinally polarized spin- 12 target.
While our analysis does not directly impact the

phenomenology of axial-vector form factors, it explicitly
demonstrates that the quantity R2

A alone does not faith-
fully measure the spatial extension of the weak content of
the nucleon. According to Eq. (13), the 3D mean-square
spin radius ⟨r2spin⟩ requires besides R2

A the additional

determination of the ratio GP (0)/GA(0), and provides a
key motivation for further lattice QCD calculations and
experimental measurements of the induced pseudoscalar
form factor GP (Q

2) in (anti)neutrino-nucleon scatter-
ings.
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