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We compute the Euclidean hadronic tensor from charge density operators and extract elastic and
resonance structures by employing exponential fits to the four-point function correlator, as well as
a Bayesian reconstruction inverse algorithm to obtain the corresponding spectral density for quali-
tative comparison. We present the determination of the nucleon’s Sachs electric form factor using
the hadronic tensor formalism and verify that it is consistent with that from the conventional three-
point function calculation. Beyond the elastic peak, we observe a structure located approximately
0.5− 0.7 GeV above the nucleon mass in the Bayesian reconstruction. This structure is interpreted
as a mixture of the Roper resonance (N(1440)), and states with both positive and negative parities
in this mass region, as well as multi-hadron states. Assuming the observed structure is dominated
by JP = 1/2± states, we extract the transition electric form factor G∗

E(Q
2) and the correspond-

ing longitudinal helicity amplitude S1/2(Q
2), and compare them with those determined from the

CLAS experimental data of nucleon-to-Roper transition. Although fitting to the four-point correla-
tion function or using the inverse algorithm does not resolve individual resonances, it nevertheless
enables the determination of total inclusive lepton–nucleon scattering cross sections in appropriate
energy bins. This lattice QCD calculation presents the first major step toward studying the inclusive
N → X contributions within the hadronic tensor formalism.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the hadronic tensor occupies a central and indispensable role in the domains of particle and nuclear
physics through its relevance in quasi-elastic, resonance, and deep inelastic scattering experiments. A profound
knowledge of hadronic tensors is essential to discern valuable information about the internal structure of hadrons and
the distribution of quarks and gluons within hadrons, and to gain insights into the strong interactions. Lattice quantum
chromodynamics (QCD) determinations of the hadronic tensor [1, 2] offer an opportunity to significantly influence our
comprehension of the neutrino-nucleon interactions and can provide valuable complementary theoretical constraints
while interpreting data from the neutrino oscillation experiments. Furthermore, understanding the excitation spectrum
of baryons and mesons, as well as characterizing the effective degrees of freedom in various QCD coupling regimes,
stand as some of the most important and undeniably challenging endeavors within the field of hadronic physics where
the hadronic tensor can provide direct information on these transition spectra and spectral weights. The potential of
this approach was promptly acknowledged in the white papers relevant to neutrino physics [3, 4]. It was highlighted
that the scattering cross-section for neutrino-nucleon (ν−N) interactions can be obtained by utilizing both the leptonic
and hadronic tensors, with the nonperturbative hadronic tensor computable through the first-principles lattice QCD
calculations.

The investigation of the hadronic tensor within lattice QCD will offer a significant influence on our comprehension
of the findings from the Deep Underground Neutrino Experiment (DUNE) [5] and Hyper-K [6] experiments. Neutrino
oscillation experiments are performed using scattering on nuclear targets, and it is crucial to construct appropriate
models for neutrino-nucleus (ν − A) interactions, which involve modifications to ν − N interactions due to nuclear
effects. These model buildings are essential to effectively analyze the data and accurately reproduce and interpret
the observed cross sections, enabling the investigation of neutrino oscillations. This task requires the direct incorpo-
ration of scattering amplitudes at the nucleon level. Gaining precise knowledge of the ν −N scattering cross-section
within the few-GeV range is indispensable for exploring charge-parity (CP) symmetry violation in the leptonic sector.
Furthermore, the total cross sections for ν − N or ν − A scattering at various neutrino beam energies are due to
contributions from quasi-elastic (QE), resonance (RES), shallow inelastic (SIS), and deep inelastic scattering (DIS)
processes, as discussed in [7]. At energies below 1 GeV, in which a nucleon is knocked out of the target nucleus, QE
scattering (νl + n → l− + p, νl + p → l+ + n) primarily governs the scattering cross-section, which can be derived
using the hadronic tensor formalism. On the contrary, within the RES, SIS, and DIS energy ranges, the cross sec-
tion incorporates inputs from inelastic neutrino-nucleon interactions. In the region of resonant pion production, the
contribution of the ∆-resonance to the neutrino cross section is the most prominent one. However, the contributions
coming from the second resonance region, which includes three isospin- 12 states: D13(1520), P11(1440) and S11(1535),
are also important.

This necessitates the determination of the hadronic tensor to encompass all-inclusive contributions, information
that can be obtained from lattice QCD calculations. However, grasping the entirety of the resonant region, which
encompasses a spectrum of multi-particle states, poses a formidable challenge. Yet, there is promise in reconstructing
these spectral functions through the use of two currents in different channels, enabling the computation of the inclusive
hadronic tensor. Furthermore, the SIS region, situated between resonances and deep inelastic scattering, currently
lacks a consistent theoretical model for its description [8]. It is likely that future calculations of the hadronic tensor in
the SIS region will offer valuable theoretical insights, as suggested in [3]. The desired precision for these measurements,
encompassing systematic uncertainties (which presently dominate the pursuit of physics discoveries), lies within the
range of 1 − 4% for the νµ → νe and ν̄µ → ν̄e oscillation probabilities [3, 4, 8]. Hence, the imperative of directly
determining the hadronic tensor through lattice QCD becomes essential to fully harness the potential of new neutrino
experimental facilities such as DUNE and Hyper-K.

For instance, in [9], lattice QCD inputs of the strange quark form factors and strange quark contribution to nucleon
spin from [10–13] were utilized. These were then combined with experimental measurements of neutrino-nucleon
scattering differential cross sections [14, 15], without considering nuclear effects, in order to determine the neutral
current weak axial form factor that remains largely unknown. Conversely, the ultimate objective is to directly
determine nucleon-level structure functions crucial for neutrino scattering cross sections from lattice QCD. In this
regard, in an ideal scenario where all systematic uncertainties are well-controlled, the computation of the hadronic
tensor through lattice QCD can provide predictions for nucleon-level structure functions, encompassing various types
of current combinations, such as vector-vector, vector-axial, and axial-axial currents.

The formalism of the hadronic tensor also facilitates the exploration of nucleon resonance excitations that manifest
through intermediate processes like γN → N∗. Consequently, this approach enables the determination of cross
sections in terms of electromagnetic transition form factors or helicity transition amplitudes. Such an application of
the hadronic tensor offers useful information to investigate baryon resonances via electromagnetic excitations [16] and
the exclusive electroproduction of mesons involving baryon resonances [17] which is directly related to the experimental
program of the determination of generalized parton distributions (GPDs) at Jefferson Lab. While the hadronic tensor
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formalism in lattice QCD allows to determination GPDs, they also provide complementary information in the GPD
program through their access to the resonance transition form factors. The investigation of nucleon resonances
stands as a significant objective for the CEBAF Large Acceptance Spectrometer (CLAS) at Jefferson Lab, as well
as for lattice QCD spectroscopy programs [18]. Notably, a comprehensive understanding of the nucleon resonance
excitation within electromagnetic interactions yields crucial insights into the dynamics of strong interactions within
the realm of quark confinement [19]. In addition, the determination of the transition amplitudes in a wide range of
momentum transfer allows to map out the quark transverse charge distributions that induce these transitions [19–21].
Notably, the hadronic tensor formalism [1, 2] also allows one to determine the x-dependent structure functions, being
complementary to other lattice QCD formalisms proposed in [22–27].

It is worth mentioning that the initial proposals of the hadronic tensor [28, 29] allowed for the study of both the
connected and disconnected sea partons, thereby realizing the violation of the Gottfried sum rule [30] in [1, 31]. Addi-
tionally, by numerically computing different topologies of the quark lines in the four-point current-current correlator,
the hadronic tensor enables the direct estimation of contributions from higher-twist “cat’s ears” diagrams, as well
as the leading- and higher-twist “hand-bag” diagram in the DIS processes. Calculations of hadron electromagnetic
polarizabilities using the four-point hadronic tensor calculation can be found in [32, 33].

Considering the promising implications for physics, we commence by outlining the distinctive advantages of com-
puting the hadronic tensor through lattice QCD and point out some comparisons and its complementarity with other
lattice formalisms in Sec. II. Subsequently, we will delve into the challenges associated with extracting physics infor-
mation in Minkowski space. In Sec. III, we briefly discuss the hadronic tensor formalism, and its implementation on
the lattice is described in Sec. IV. We provide details of the extraction of the matrix elements for the elastic (both
using the conventional three-point function and hadronic tensor formalism) and transition form factors in Sec. V and
draw comparisons with the experimental data. In Sec. VI, we highlight forthcoming directions, along with potential
theoretical uncertainties and limitations associated with the current method, all aimed at attaining the precision goal
in future calculations and then conclude our paper.

II. UNIQUE FEATURES AND CHALLENGES IN COMPUTING HADRONIC TENSOR

One significantly important aspect of the simplicity of the hadronic tensor formalism [1, 2] is that the hadronic
tensor is scale-independent and the structure functions are frame-independent. Unlike several technical challenges
associated with renormalizing the equal-time matrix elements of bilocal operators in quasi- [23] and pseudo- [26] PDFs
approaches, which have received considerable attention in recent years [22, 34–37], the lattice QCD calculation of the
hadronic tensor offers unique advantages in that it does not necessitate renormalization stemming from spatial Wilson
line operators.

There are several lattice QCD formalisms involving two currents. Notably, a noteworthy distinction between the
hadronic tensor and the spatially-separated two-currents approach [27, 38–42] lies in the fact that the hadronic tensor
involves two currents that are temporally separated. On the other hand, the two currents’ time and space are
integrated in the Compton amplitude approach [25, 43], and it computes the lattice matrix elements in the unphysical
region, suppressing the intermediate states between the two currents from going on-shell. Conversely, the hadronic
tensor in our work is evaluated in the physical region where the intermediate states are physical.

The insertion of two currents in the evaluation of the hadronic tensor on the lattice involves an Euclidean temporal
separation, which presents a major challenge: converting the lattice-calculated hadronic tensor from Euclidean space
to Minkowski space. This conversion poses a formidable inverse problem, notable not only for the challenges arising
from the discrete nature of data and its limited quantity but also for the intricacies involved in constructing the spectral
density encompassing various elastic, inelastic scatterings, and resonance structures that collectively contribute to the
hadronic tensor. However, it offers a unique opportunity to directly probe the physics of intermediate states that
propagate between the currents, enabling the study of transitions from the nucleon to its various resonance states.
More detailed discussion is given in the beginning of Sec. V.

We also note the difference in excited states associated with the nucleon three-point and four-point function calcu-
lations. In the calculation of hadronic tensors, there are two types of excited states. The first type originates from the
source and sink (i.e., those between the source/sink and the currents), representing pure contamination. The second
type consists of intermediate states between the two currents, which are the ones of physical interest for the transition
matrix elements. These second-type excitations are not contaminants but correspond to intermediate states such as
in N → N and N → X, which are relevant for studying inclusive N → X contributions.

Additionally, it is important to note that elastic and resonance structures are significantly suppressed in the DIS
region. When analyzed within the DIS framework, the hadronic tensor formalism provides an alternative avenue
for investigating the nucleon’s partonic structure. This approach complements lattice QCD calculations conducted
through different methodologies, where substantial progress has already been achieved. (For many recent developments
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and results, see [44–47] and the references therein.) In principle, the hadronic tensor serves as a framework that enables
the investigation of hadron structure across the elastic, resonance, and DIS regions, including the challenging transition
regions that lie in between them.

III. CALCULATION OF ELASTIC AND TRANSITION FORM FACTORS FROM HADRONIC
TENSOR: FORMALISM ON THE LATTICE

The response of the target nucleon to the photon probe is characterized by a hadronic tensor. The hadronic tensor
involved in the inclusive lepton-nucleon scattering cross section is the imaginary part of the forward virtual Compton
amplitude Tµν and can be written in the following form for spin-averaged nucleon states:

Wµν(q
2, ν) =

1

π
Im Tµν(q

2, ν) =
1

2

∑

n

∫ n∏

i=1

[
d3pi

(2π)32Epi

]
⟨N(p)| Jµ(0) |n⟩ ⟨n| Jν(0) |N(p)⟩ (2π)3δ4(pn − p− q), (1)

where p and pn are the 4-momentum of the nucleon and n-th intermediate states, q is the momentum transfer
(q2 = −Q2), and ν is the energy transfer. Being an inclusive reaction, the hadronic tensor in the lepton-nucleon
scattering includes all intermediate states as shown in Eq. (1). Wµν cannot be calculated in perturbation theory. It
encapsulates the aspects of nucleon structure relevant for the analysis of experimentally measured cross sections.

Formally, the hadronic tensor formalism expressed as in Eq. (1), can be obtained in the Euclidean space by cal-
culating a four-point correlation of two currents on the lattice [1, 2]. This Euclidean hadronic tensor WE

µν can be

converted into the hadronic tensor in Minkowski space WM
µν by employing the inverse Laplace transform, wherein τ

is treated as a continuous dimensionful variable:

WM
µν (p⃗, q⃗, ν) =

EN,p⃗

πi

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞
dτ eντWE

µν(p⃗, q⃗, τ), (2)

with c > 0. However, since there is no lattice data at imaginary τ , it is not a feasible approach to execute the
transformation as indicated in Eq. (2). On the other hand, this can be cast into an inverse problem in the form of a
Laplace transform [48]:

WE
µν(p⃗, q⃗, τ) =

∫ ∞

0

dν

2EN,p⃗
e−ντWM

µν (p⃗, q⃗, ν) (3)

In this work, we are interested in the nucleon elastic form factor and the transition form factors of the radial excitations
in the finite volume. In order to extract these form factors or structure functions, it is necessary to evaluate the nucleon
two-point (2pt) and four-point (4pt) correlation functions. We can start by expressing the 2pt correlation function as
follows:

C2pt
αβ (p⃗f = p⃗, tf ; p⃗i = p⃗, t0) =

∑

x⃗0

eip⃗·x⃗0

∑

x⃗

e−ip⃗·x⃗ ⟨0|χN
α (x⃗, tf )χ

N
β (x⃗0, t0) |0⟩ , (4)

where χN (χN ) is the nucleon annihilation(creation) interpolation field and p⃗i, x0, t0 and p⃗f , x, tf are nucleon momenta,
spatial, and temporal positions of the source and sink, respectively. In the limit where (tf − t0) is large, taking the
trace for positive parity projection, we can write

Tr
(
ΓeG

2pt
)
(p⃗f , tf , p⃗i, t0)

(tf−t0)≫0−−−−−−−→ ZiZf
(EN,p⃗ +mN )

EN,p⃗
e−EN,p⃗(tf−t0), (5)

where Z is the transition matrix element ⟨0|χN |N⟩ and Γe = (1+ γ4)/2. The Euclidean hadronic tensor WE
µν can be

constructed from the following 4pt correlation function with current insertions at two different space-time positions
(x⃗2, t2) and (⃗0, t1) and momentum transfer q⃗ between the currents. The nucleon 4pt correlation function can be
written as:

C4pt
αβ (p⃗f = p⃗, tf , q⃗, t2, t1, p⃗i = p⃗, t0) =

∑

x⃗0

eip⃗·x⃗0

∑

x⃗

e−ip⃗·x⃗ ⟨0|χN
α (x⃗, tf )

∑

x⃗2

e−iq⃗·x⃗2Jµ(x⃗2, t2)Jν (⃗0, t1)χ
N
β (x⃗0, t0) |0⟩ . (6)

The current associated with the matrix element of the nucleon form factors in the elastic region can be parametrized
in terms of the Dirac F1, and Pauli F2, form factors:

⟨N(p)| Jµ |N(p′)⟩ = ū(p)[γµF1(−q2)− σµνqν
F2(−q2)

2m
]u(p′), (7)
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where q = p − p′, σµν = 1
2i [γµ, γν ]. Here all the matrices are in Euclidean notation and we will also continue

using these notations in the subsequent parts of the calculation. On the other hand, a Lorentz decomposition of the

γ∗N → N∗ transition matrix element associated with the electromagnetic current for the 1
2

+
N∗ state can be written

as [21, 49, 50]:

⟨N∗(p)| Jµ |N(p′)⟩ = ūN∗(p)

[
(γµ − qµ/q

q2
)F ∗

1 (−q2)− σµαqα
mN +m∗F

∗
2 (−q2)

]
uN (p′). (8)

Note that the structure of the current closely resembles its nucleonic counterpart, with the exception of the qµ/q
component. In the case of the nucleon, the form factor related to this operator must vanish to maintain current
conservation. However, this requirement does not hold for the Roper, given the difference in mass between the
nucleon and Roper, with m∗ ̸= mN . In this work, we concentrate on the electric form factors, such as the nucleon
Sachs electric form factor, GE , and the nucleon to its radial excitation electric transition form factor, G∗

E , only.
Therefore, we will explicitly choose µ = ν = 4 in the above expressions for currents and matrix elements. In this
calculation, we consider the source and sink to be at rest, p⃗f = p⃗i = 0⃗ and consider various momentum transfers at
the currents. For this case, after inserting a complete set of intermediate states and with nucleon-to-nucleon (N-N)
and nucleon to its first radial excitation, (N-R) scattering included, we can write Eq. (6) as the following:

Tr[ΓeG
4pt(p⃗f = 0⃗, tf , q⃗, t2, t1, p⃗i = 0⃗, t0)]

tf≫t2≫t1−−−−−−−→
t1≫t0

(Γe)βα
∑

m,n,l

∑

s⃗,s⃗i,s⃗f

⟨0|χN
α |m, s⃗f ⟩

mmmn

Em,p⃗f
En,p⃗i

ml

El,q⃗

× ⟨m, s⃗f | Jµ |l, q⃗, s⃗⟩ ⟨l, q⃗, s⃗| Jν |n, s⃗i⟩
× ⟨n, s⃗i|χN

β |0⟩ e−En,q⃗(t2−t1)e−Em,p⃗(tf−t2)−En,p⃗(t1−t0)

l=N,R−−−−−→
n=m=N

(Γe)βα
∑

s⃗,s⃗i,s⃗f

⟨0|χN
α |N, s⃗f ⟩

m2
N

(EN,p⃗)2
mN

(EN,q⃗)
e−EN,p⃗(tf−t0)

× ⟨N, s⃗f | Jµ |N, q⃗, s⃗⟩ ⟨N, q⃗, s⃗|Jν |N, s⃗i⟩
× ⟨N, s⃗i|χN

β |0⟩ e−(EN,q⃗ − EN,p⃗)(t2−t1)

+ (Γe)βα
∑

s⃗,s⃗i,s⃗f

⟨0|χN
α |N, s⃗f ⟩

m2
N

(EN,p⃗)2
mR

(ER,q⃗)
e−EN,p⃗(tf−t0)

× ⟨N, s⃗f | Jµ |R, q⃗, s⃗⟩ ⟨R, q⃗, s⃗| Jν |N, s⃗i⟩
× ⟨N, s⃗i|χN

β |0⟩ e−(ER,q⃗ − EN,p⃗)(t2−t1) + ...

= ZiZfe
−EN,p⃗(tf−t0)

{
EN,q⃗ +mN

EN,q⃗
G2

Ee
−(EN,q⃗ − EN,p⃗)τ

+
ER +mR

ER

[
(ER −mR)(mN +mR)

q2

]2
(G∗

E)
2e−(ER,q⃗ − EN,p⃗)τ

}
+ ...,

(9)

where m, n, and l label the intermediate state with the corresponding masses mm,mn, and ml, and we have written
the temporal dependence of the two currents as a function of Euclidean time separation, τ = t2 − t1. Here, we have

defined GE(Q
2) = F1(Q

2)− Q2

4m2
N
F2(Q

2) for the nucleon elastic form factor. Similarly, G∗
E(Q

2) can be defined from the

definition of the matrix element (8) as a function of F ∗
1 (Q

2) and F ∗
2 (Q

2) as G∗
E(Q

2) = F ∗
1 (Q

2) − Q2

(mR+mN )2F
∗
2 (Q

2).

The form factors GE and G∗
E can be determined from the ratio of the nucleon 4pt to 2pt functions and we obtain

R4pt/2pt(p⃗f = 0⃗, tf , q⃗, t2, t1, p⃗i = 0⃗, t0)
tf≫t2≫t1−−−−−−−→

t1≫t0

1

2

(
EN,q⃗ +mN

EN,q⃗
G2

E e−(EN,q⃗ − mN )τ

+
ER +mR

ER

[
(ER −mR)(mN +mR)

q2

]2
(G∗

E)
2 e−(ER,q⃗ − mN )τ

)
,(10)

where we have used EN,⃗0 = mN . In the following, the mass mR associated with the transition matrix elements will

be denoted by m∗ and various energy differences in Eq. (10) will be denoted by ∆En.
The charge operator J4 in the present calculation contains both the isoscalar and isovector components. In principle,

the isovector charge can couple the nucleon to the ∆. However, it only contributes to the subdominant Coulomb
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ID a (fm) mπ (MeV) L3 ×Nt Ncfg

32Ifine a = 0.0627(3) 371 323 × 64 645

TABLE I. Parameters for the gauge ensemble used in this work: lattice spacing, pion mass, spatial and temporal sizes, and
number of configurations used.

quadrupole, C2 form factor in the nucleon to ∆ transition. The dominating magnetic dipole, M1 form factor arises
from the spatial charge current Ji [51]. Given the partial width of Roper (N(1440)) → pγ is 0.035− 0.048% and that
of ∆ → pγ is 0.28− 0.32% and the total widths of the Roper and ∆ are comparable, the photo-decay of ∆ is about
an order of magnitude larger than that of the Roper. However, since the C2/M1 ratio is about 5% from a previous
lattice QCD calculation [52] and the hadronic tensor is the square of the form factors, this makes the transition to
the ∆ about two orders of magnitude smaller than the transition to Roper with the charge current J4 that we use in
this calculation. This may well be the reason that in the spectral decomposition analysis in later sections, we don’t
see the ∆ which is expected to be ∼ 300 MeV above the nucleon.

IV. DESCRIPTION OF NUMERICAL SETUPS

For the numerical calculation of the hadronic tensor on the lattice, one needs to calculate several topologically
distinct insertions (both connected and disconnected) as depicted in Fig. 1. Different Wick contractions for the 4pt
function lead to these insertions in the Euclidean path-integral formulation. However, for this calculation, we only
concentrate on the connected insertion contributions as depicted in the first row of Fig. 1 and ignore the disconnected
insertions (in the second row of Fig. 1). In general, the Wick contraction in the third column of the first row in Fig. 1,

<latexit sha1_base64="N1bQF1eqDfmDxCplzsJmDBdgCjc=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkqMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekEhh0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmTjVjDdZLGPdCajhUijeRIGSdxLNaRRI3g7GtzO//cS1EbF6xEnC/YgOlQgFo2ilB+y7/XLFrbpzkFXi5aQCORr98ldvELM04gqZpMZ0PTdBP6MaBZN8WuqlhieUjemQdy1VNOLGz+anTsmZVQYkjLUthWSu/p7IaGTMJApsZ0RxZJa9mfif100xvPYzoZIUuWKLRWEqCcZk9jcZCM0ZyokllGlhbyVsRDVlaNMp2RC85ZdXSeui6l1Wa/e1Sv0mj6MIJ3AK5+DBFdThDhrQBAZDeIZXeHOk8+K8Ox+L1oKTzxzDHzifPwcCjaQ=</latexit>

t0

<latexit sha1_base64="2gUKM8xh6wWEJDe6v1gIyww8gmo=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0mkqMeiF48V7Qe0oWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekEhh0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmTjVjDdZLGPdCajhUijeRIGSdxLNaRRI3g7GtzO//cS1EbF6xEnC/YgOlQgFo2ilB+x7/XLFrbpzkFXi5aQCORr98ldvELM04gqZpMZ0PTdBP6MaBZN8WuqlhieUjemQdy1VNOLGz+anTsmZVQYkjLUthWSu/p7IaGTMJApsZ0RxZJa9mfif100xvPYzoZIUuWKLRWEqCcZk9jcZCM0ZyokllGlhbyVsRDVlaNMp2RC85ZdXSeui6l1Wa/e1Sv0mj6MIJ3AK5+DBFdThDhrQBAZDeIZXeHOk8+K8Ox+L1oKTzxzDHzifPwiGjaU=</latexit>

t1
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FIG. 1. Topologically distinct diagrams in the Euclidean-path integral formulation of the nucleon hadronic tensor. The flavors
of the quark lines are not specified in the figure. The first row shows the connected insertion and the second row shows the
disconnected insertion contributions.

known as the cat’s ear diagram in the DIS jargon describes nonperturbative interactions between the struck quark
and the spectator quarks in DIS process. In the DIS, the matrix elements of the cat’s ear diagram yield contributions
of the structure functions that are suppressed by 1/Q2 and are often ignored. However, as we investigate the QE
and RES regions at low energies and low Q2, the contribution from this insertion is not negligible [53] and we have
included it in this calculation.

Our calculations are conducted on the RBC/UKQCD domain wall fermion lattice, 32Ifine [54] at a lattice spacing
of a = 0.06 fm (Table I). The tadpole-improved clover coefficient csw = 1.033 is used to generate the clover term of
the clover action for the valence quarks. The pion mass is tuned to be close to the unitary point mπ = 371 MeV.
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We adopt similar numerical techniques from the work in Ref. [55] for the lattice QCD implementation of this
calculation. We use two sequential propagators for constructing the 4pt correlation function with one starting at the
nucleon source location t0 through the first current at t1 to the second current at t2. The second one starts from t0
and goes through the nucleon sink position tf to t2. Therefore, for each calculation, the source point t0 and the two
sequential points t1 and tf are fixed. This allows us to have variable t2 for the second current insertion time. For
fixed hadron momentum in this calculation, three inversions are therefore needed for each q⃗, t1 and tf .
In contrast to the previous hadronic tensor calculation in [55], a fast fermion smearing scheme [56] is used in the

present work. This reduces the time cost by about 8-10 times compared to the traditional Gaussian smearing in terms
of computer time consumption and is employed on both the source and sink sides to enhance the ground-state overlap.
The profile of this gauge covariant fermion smearing scheme is Gaussian-like. This smearing procedure guarantees
that rotation symmetry is restored after configuration averaging and has been shown to produce an effective mass of
the hadron in agreement with that using Gaussian smearing in [56]. For other aspects of the calculation, we follow
the numerical techniques outlined in Ref. [55] for their lattice QCD implementation.

For this calculation, we choose t1−t0 = 4 where t0 is the source location, and tf −t0 = 18, 20, 22 in the lattice units.
The second current is inserted at all temporal locations from the first current to the sink, including the positions of
the first current and the sink. We therefore have τ = t2 − t1 in the ranges 0− 14, 0− 16, and 0− 18 in lattice units.
We also perform the calculation with t1 − t0 = 5 and 6 in lattice units to investigate the excited-state contamination
from the nucleon source to the first current temporal separation. As discussed earlier, since we are interested in the
elastic and transition electric form factors, we choose µ = ν = 4 for the choice of currents in Eqs. (7) and (8). We

keep the nucleon source and sinks at rest p⃗i = p⃗f = 0⃗ and insert seven momentum transfers at the currents with
q⃗ = [(0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1), (0, 0, 2), (0, 1, 2), (1, 1, 2)] in lattice units.

In summary, for all the calculations, we use 645 configurations and 8 sources located at time slices of 0, 8, 16, ..., 56.
We also calculate 3pt functions for 6 source-sink separations, i.e., tf − t0 = 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20 in lattice units,
and performed a joint fit for these source-sink separations and compared the results with and without excited states
included in the fitting functional forms. We calculate 4pt and 2pt correlation functions with source-sink separations
18, 20, 22 in lattice units, with one current insertion fixed t1− t0 = 4. Additionally, we fix the source-sink separation
at tf−t0 = 20 in lattice units and vary the current insertion at t1−t0 = 5, 6, 7 to study the excited-state contamination
from the nucleon source and sink.

In the present calculation of the hadronic tensor, we do not include the disconnected insertions as they are expected
to be small compared to the connected insertions. This is true in general in the calculation of the elastic form factors
in the 3-pt functions for the vector, axial, and tensor form factors. It is particularly so for the electromagnetic current
due to the cancellation of the u, d, s, c charges. As a consequence, the disconnected insertion contributes ∼ 1% to
the proton magnetic moment and ∼ 2.5% to the proton mean square charge radius [10, 11, 57–60]. Indeed, a different
study of 4-point correlation functions found that for two current insertions on the same time slice, contributions from
diagrams with disconnected one-current loops are much smaller than the connected contributions. [61].

V. MATRIX ELEMENTS EXTRACTION FOR THE ELASTIC AND TRANSITION FORM FACTORS

One of the major systematic errors in extracting the nucleon matrix elements is excited state contamination. The
fact that there is a concomitant 1

V normalization factor associated with each hadron state in the two-point correlators
has been utilized to discern the nature of a pentaquark candidate [62] and σ(600) [63]. In the case of the nucleon
correlator with q3 interpolation field, it is shown that the πN state is volume suppressed compared to the single
nucleon state [64]. However, for the case of the three-point function, there is a current-induced enhancement of the
meson-nucleon state [65–67] due to the fact that the current can couple to a meson directly with the corresponding
quantum number which propagates between the current and the source or sink. This dangling contribution with
current momentum projection gains a factor of volume to compensate for the volume suppression due to the presence
of the two-particle meson-nucleon state compared to the the case of a one-particle nucleon or its radially excited
states. It is this realization that led to the resolution of the puzzle of the violation of the Goldberger-Treiman
relation [67, 68]. For the pseudoscalar and axial currents, the direct coupling to the P-wave pion state at physical
pion mass and large volume produce a current enhanced low-lying P-wave πN contamination. Upon removal of this
contamination led to the recovery of the Goldberger-Treiman relation. A study with additional πN interpolation
fields besides the conventional q3 interpolator found that, at the physical pion mass, the isovector pseudoscalar and
axial matrix elements shows significant improvement in suppression of the πN contamination, but this is not the case
for the scalar, vector and tensor matrix elements [69]. This supports the current-induced enhancement picture, i.e.,
except for the pseudoscalar and axial current, other currents do not couple to one pion. Even though the vector and
tensor currents can directly couple to the respective vector and tensor mesons, the resulting meson-nucleon states lie
higher than the nucleon radial excitation such as the Roper. Thus, their contributions are exponentially suppressed.
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In the present study we are dealing with vector currents. Besides, our pion mass is at 371 MeV. Therefore, it is not
a concern for the present work. In the future, when we move on to the current-current correlator with axial-vector
currents at physical pion mass and large volume, we will need to take the πN contamination involving the source and
sink concurrently into account.

In this work, we opt to fit the 4pt/2pt correlation ratio to obtain the energies of the nucleon and excited states for
each momentum transfer. We will discuss this later in the following section. In what follows, prior to employing the
fit to the 4pt/2pt correlation function, we initially employ Bayesian reconstruction (BR) [70] for reconstructing the
spectral functions based on the 4pt/2pt correlation. This approach allows us to investigate the qualitative features of
spectral function peaks at various ∆En values as a consistency check.

A. Bayesian Reconstruction of spectral functions

The extraction of a spectral function in the cases of our lattice QCD calculations can be formulated as:

D(τ) =

∫ ∞

0

dωρ(ω)e−ωτ , (11)

where D(τ) is the data that we obtain from lattice calculations and ρ(ω) is the spectral function of the “frequency”
ω, from which we can obtain physical quantities of interest, such as the elastic and transition form factors. In this
case, D(τ) and ρ(ω) are connected via the Laplace transform.

The “time” variable, τ , is generally discrete and takes ∼ O(10) values in a limited range from the lattice calculations.
In contrast, the “frequency” variable ω is in principle continuous and takes values from zero to infinity. Therefore,
naive extraction of spectral functions is an ill-defined “inverse problem,” where the degrees of freedom of the data are
far less than those of the spectral function. Two directions to tackle this issue are:

1. Reducing the number of degrees of the freedom in the model. In a reasonably aggressive way, it can be reduced
to less than the number of degrees of the freedom in the data so the problem is no longer ill-defined. An example
is the multi-exponential fit.

2. Introducing a proper regulator with hyperparameters to the cost function, to constrain the extra degrees of the
freedom of the model. An example is the Bayesian reconstruction method.

Using the Bayesian inference, one can write the posterior as

P [ρ|D, I] =
P [D|ρ, I]
P [D, I]

P [ρ|I], (12)

where D is the data, I(α,m) is the prior which is a function of hyperparameters α and the default model m, and ρ
is the model function to be obtained. The interpretation of solving the inverse problem using the Bayesian inference
perspective, is to obtain a model function ρ which yields the maximum posterior P [ρ|D, I].

Lattice QCD researchers have proposed several Bayesian methods, with different expressions for the likelihood
P [D|ρ, I] and the prior P [ρ|I] to obtain the model spectral function ρ. In the context of handling the inverse problem
for the current-current correlator, the Backus-Gilbert method [71] was introduced in [72] and [55]. Furthermore, as
a Bayesian method, the maximum entropy method [73] was also applied to solve the inverse problem in [55]. It was
observed that this method produced a similar outcome for reconstructing the flat spectral region, while qualitatively
enhancing the reconstruction of spectral peaks when compared to the Backus-Gilbert method. Additionally, there
are proposals in [74, 75] for the reconstruction of smeared spectral functions from Euclidean correlation functions.
For example, a formalism in [72] was proposed to determine various transition rates from the nucleon 4pt function
calculations by extracting smeared spectral functions from appropriately constructed finite-volume Euclidean corre-
lation functions such that a well-defined infinite-volume limit exists. Reconstructing these smeared spectral functions
from Euclidean correlation functions, as proposed in these prior works [72, 74, 75], is an important direction that we
plan to investigate in the future. In this study, to assess the consistency of ∆En determination between the inversion
method and exponential fitting, we will employ Bayesian reconstruction (BR) [70]. Previous lattice QCD calculations
of the hadronic tensor [55] have demonstrated that the BR method exhibits the highest resolution for extracting peak
structures in the low-momentum transfer regions. While the BR method incorporates all the essential properties
of the maximum entropy method [73] for reconstructing positive spectral functions from lattice QCD data, it also
ensures scale-invariance by enforcing that the posterior does not depend on the units of the spectral function, leading
to only ratios between the parameters of interest related to the unknown process and the default model. We briefly
discuss the essential features of the BR method in the following and demonstrate its applications on the lattice data.
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A detailed discussion on the BR method and its comparison with Backus-Gilbert and the maximum entropy method
can be found in the latest review article [76].

According to the BR method developed in [70], the posterior to be maximized is

P [ρ|D,m] =
P [D|ρ, I]
P [D,m]

∫
dαP [ρ|α,m], (13)

where the dependence on the hyperparamter α in the prior is removed by integrating over all possible values of α and
using P [α] = 1.

With discrete data in Euclidean time τi and discretization of the “frequency” ω in the model ρ, we can calculate
the likelihood P [D|ρ, I] ∝ e−L where

L = [D(τi)−Dρ(τi)]C
−1
ij [D(τj)−Dρ(τj)], (14)

where D(τi) denotes the mean of the simulated data at the ith Euclidean time separation and Dρ(τi) denotes the
corresponding Euclidean data point reconstructed from the model ρ based on the discretized transformation like the
one in Eq. (11). Cij is the covariance matrix of the mean

Cij =
1

Nconf(Nconf − 1)

Nconf∑

i=1

(D(k)(τi)−D(τi))(D
(k)(τj)−D(τj)), (15)

where D(k)(τi) is the kth measurement in the ensemble.

And the prior P [ρ|α,m] ∝ eαS
′
can be calculated from the regulator

S′ =
∑

l

[
1− ρl(ωl)

ml(ωl)
+ ln

(
ρl(ωl)

ml(ωl)

)]
∆ωl, (16)

where ωl is the lth discrete frequency, ρl(ωl) and ml(ωl) are the discretized model function and default model sepa-
rately, and ∆ωl is the size of the lth interval.

We can then plug the likelihood P [D|ρ, I] ∝ e−L and prior P [ρ|α,m] ∝ eαS
′
in Eq. (13). The corresponding

posterior can be expressed as

P [ρ|D,m] ∝
∫

dαeSBR , (17)

where

SBR = αS′ − L− γ(L−Nτ )
2 (18)

Please note a Lagrangian multiplier term γ(L−Nτ )
2 has been introduced to constrain the likelihood with condition

|L−Nτ | ∼ 0 where Nτ is the number of data points in Euclidean time.
Given the formulas to calculate the posterior from the data D and model spectral function ρ, one can apply

numerical methods to find ρ that optimizes the posterior and take it as the solution.

B. Reconstruction of spectral distributions with the BR method

We can now map the hadronic tensor formalism to the inverse problem with a Laplace transform, use the BR method
to explore the reconstruction of the spectral weights from these 4pt/2pt correlation functions. One can extract the
form factors from the spectral weights.

Following the functional form in Eq. (10), the ratio of 4pt to 2pt correlation functions can be expressed in the
following functional form:

R4pt/2pt(τ) →
∑

n

Wne
−(En−EN )τ , (19)

where we have W0 ∝ G2
E and W1 ∝ (G∗

E)
2. Here we have dropped the kinematic parameters to simplify the notation.

By denoting the time separation between the two inserted currents τ = t2 − t1, and comparing this with Eq. (11), we
can transform ratio of 4pt to 2pt correlation functions into a continuous form suitable for applying the BR method:

R4pt/2pt(τ) →
∑

n

Wne
−(En−EN )τ =

∫
dωρ(ω)e−ωτ , (20)
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FIG. 2. The reconstructed spectral distribution ω(ε) obtained from the 4pt/2pt ratio using the Bayesian reconstruction
method for up-quark at various momentum transfers, ϑq = (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1), (0, 1, 2). The peaks/bumps in the spectra
indicate states found by the BR method from the input data, with their peak locations related to the energy of the nth state
εpeak,n → En ↑EN . For each momentum transfer case, we also show the changes in the reconstructed spectra with input data

R4pt/2pt(ϖ) in ranges of ϖ .

the corresponding spectral weights, Wn, by integrating over the region around the peaks. We provide examples
of these reconstructed spectra from the ratio of 4pt and 2pt functions for four-momentum transfers represented as
ωq = (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1), (0, 1, 2) in lattice units.

In Fig. 2, we note that, except for the largest momentum transfer case (i.e. with ωq = (0, 1, 2)), there are two
peak structures. Their excitation energies can be estimated from En → εpeak,n + EN , where εpeak,n is the peak
position of the nth structure in ε, En is the energy of the nth state and EN is the nucleon mass in our case. The
energies of the first peak positions E0 are close to the expected

√
m2

N + ωq2. They are naturally identified with the

nucleon. For the second peaks, we estimate their invariant masses
√

(p + q)2 =
√

m2
N + ε2 ↑ ωq2 + 2mNε for the four

|ωq| cases, and found them to be 1.71, 1.81, 1.92 and 1.90 GeV, which are 0.5↑ 0.7 GeV above the nucleon mass. Since
all states including those with multi-hadrons with allowed quantum numbers are accessible as intermediate states,
the resonances in this mass range, such as 1/2+N(1440)(Roper), N(1710), and 1/2→N(1535), N(1650), are likely the
states that contribute to this structure.

We note that, at smaller momentum transfer |ωq|, the first peak is prominent. As |ωq| increase, the peak becomes
smaller and disappears at ωq = (0, 1, 2). This is because as |ωq| increases, so does Q2 which spans the range from
0.4 to 1.9 GeV2. For the dipole form of the proton electric form factor GE(Q2), the dipole mass squared is M2

D ↓
0.71GeV2. Since the hadronic tensor for the elastic scattering is the square of GE(Q2), its Q2 dependence is, therefore,
1/(Q2 + M2

D)4. As a consequence, no peak is seen for the case ωq = (0, 1, 2), Q2 = 1.8 GeV2. On the other hand,
Q2 = |ωq|2↑ε2 ranges from 0.1 GeV2 to 0.6 GeV2 for the second peak, which may include several states, are smaller as
compared to the first one. This is because, given the same |ωq|, ε is larger. If the states under the second structure have
dipole form factors and a similar dipole mass as that of the nucleon, they will not be as suppressed as the nucleon in
this range of |ωq|. In fact, if 1/2+N(1440) and N(1710) are responsible for the bulk of the structure, this Q2 behavior
will favor the higher state and may explain the shift of the second peak by ↓ 200 MeV as |ωq| increases.

FIG. 2. The reconstructed spectral distribution ρ(ω) obtained from the 4pt/2pt ratio using the Bayesian reconstruction
method for up-quark at various momentum transfers, q⃗ = (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1), (0, 1, 2). The peaks/bumps in the spectra
indicate states found by the BR method from the input data, with their peak locations related to the energy of the nth state
ωpeak,n ≃ En −EN . For each momentum transfer case, we also show the changes in the reconstructed spectra with input data

R4pt/2pt(τ) in ranges of τ .

where the spectrum to be reconstructed can be expressed as

ρ(ω) =

N∑

n=0

Wnδ(ω − (En − EN )), (21)

if we assume that there is no degeneracy of states in terms of energy and in our lattice data.
Due to the discretization of the spectral function in the numerical calculations of the BR method, the delta function

will become a sharp peak around ω = (En −EN ), and integration over the peak region should give an estimate of the
weight Wn for each discrete state n.

It is important to mention that the spectral functions in the BR method are twice differentiable and it gradually
approximates well-defined peaks in the spectral function as the quality of the input data improves. We illustrate four
such reconstructions of spectral weights and qualitative features of the various ω-peaks for the currents insertion at
the up-quark propagators in Fig. 2 utilizing the BR code package [77]. A similar reconstructions of spectral weights
of the 4pt/2pt correlation function for current insertion at the down-quark propagator is shown in Fig. 3.

We choose the default model m to be constant, which is an expected result when no significant spectral information
can be extracted from the data. Without specifying any prior information based on physics knowledge of the energies
of the discrete states, BR lets the data tell us the values of the En’s, the energies of the intermediate states, and
the corresponding spectral weights, Wn, by integrating over the region around the peaks. We provide examples
of these reconstructed spectra from the ratio of 4pt and 2pt functions for four-momentum transfers represented as
q⃗ = (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1), (0, 1, 2) in lattice units.

In Fig. 2, we note that, except for the largest momentum transfer case (i.e. with q⃗ = (0, 1, 2)), there are two
peak structures. Their excitation energies can be estimated from En ≃ ωpeak,n + EN , where ωpeak,n is the peak
position of the nth structure in ω, En is the energy of the nth state and EN is the nucleon mass in our case. The
energies of the first peak positions E0 are close to the expected

√
m2

N + q⃗2. They are naturally identified with the

nucleon. For the second peaks, we estimate their invariant masses
√

(p+ q)2 =
√

m2
N + ω2 − q⃗2 + 2mNω for the four

|q⃗| cases, and found them to be 1.71, 1.81, 1.92 and 1.90 GeV, which are 0.5− 0.7 GeV above the nucleon mass. Since
all states including those with multi-hadrons with allowed quantum numbers are accessible as intermediate states,
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FIG. 3. The reconstructed spectral distribution ω(ε) obtained from the 4pt/2pt ratio using the Bayesian reconstruction
method for down-quark at various momentum transfers, ϑq = (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1), (0, 0, 2). For each momentum transfer

case, we also show the changes in the reconstructed spectra with input data R4pt/2pt(ϖ) in ranges [ϖmin,ϖmax = 1, 4].

As we can see, BR is reasonable in resolving the ground state nucleon and the overall structure of the excited states,
but not the individual excited states which might appear under the structure. Even so, it is helpful in gaining insight
on the behavior of the spectral weights of the elastic peak relative to those of the excited states as a function of Q2,
which is consistent with our understanding in terms of the electric form factors.

We also notice that, as the momentum transfer ωq increases, causing the elastic structure to become more suppressed,
BR becomes less e!ective in providing accurate estimates for En and Wn within the present statistics.

Moreover, obtaining spectral weights using the BR method requires integrations that may introduce additional
systematic uncertainties. Therefore, we shall use the conventional multi-exponential fitting for our quantitative results.
Consequently, in the subsequent analyses aimed at determining the nucleon’s elastic and resonance structures, we rely
on exponential fitting as the preferred approach.

C. Matrix elements extraction from fits to the correlation functions

In this section, we determine the spectral weights Wn and ”En(ωp, ωq) = En,ωq → EN,ωp by fitting the 4pt/2pt correlation
functions using an exponential form, as can be read from Eqs. (10) or (19). As indicated in the BR method discussed in
Sec. VA, the current state of lattice data lacks the resolution to distinguish between two or more closely situated peaks.
We also attempted a three-exponential fit (n = 0, 1, 2) in Eq. (19), but the second and third exponentials yield nearly
identical fit parameters. Because the first and second excited states cannot be separated, and the fitted parameters
associated with the first and second excited states are identical within uncertainties, we perform a two-exponential
fit to the data. In this case, the extracted first excited state should be regarded as an e!ective excited state, i.e., a
linear combination of first and higher excited states. Writing R4pt/2pt(ωp, ωq, ε) ↑ R4pt/2pt(ωpf = ω0, tf , ωq, t2, t1, ωpi = 0)
for simplicity, we thus have:

R
4pt/2pt
truncated(ωp, ωq, ε) =

∑

n=0,1

Wn(Q2)e→!En(ωp,ωq)ε . (22)

FIG. 3. The reconstructed spectral distribution ρ(ω) obtained from the 4pt/2pt ratio using the Bayesian reconstruction
method for down-quark at various momentum transfers, q⃗ = (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1), (0, 0, 2). For each momentum transfer

case, we also show the changes in the reconstructed spectra with input data R4pt/2pt(τ) in ranges [τmin,τmax = 1, 4].

the resonances in this mass range, such as 1/2+N(1440)(Roper), N(1710), and 1/2−N(1535), N(1650), are likely the
states that contribute to this structure. As explained in Sec. III, we do not see the ∆ at ∼ 300 MeV (i.e., ω ∼ 0.1)
above the nucleon.

We note that, at smaller momentum transfer |q⃗|, the first peak is prominent. As |q⃗| increase, the peak becomes
smaller and disappears at q⃗ = (0, 1, 2). This is because as |q⃗| increases, so does Q2 which spans the range from
0.4 to 1.9 GeV2. For the dipole form of the proton electric form factor GE(Q

2), the dipole mass squared is M2
D ∼

0.71GeV2. Since the hadronic tensor for the elastic scattering is the square of GE(Q
2), its Q2 dependence is, therefore,

1/(Q2 + M2
D)

4. As a consequence, no peak is seen for the case q⃗ = (0, 1, 2), Q2 = 1.8GeV2. On the other hand,
Q2 = |q⃗|2−ω2 ranges from 0.1GeV2 to 0.6GeV2 for the second peak, which may include several states, are smaller as
compared to the first one. This is because, given the same |q⃗|, ω is larger. If the states under the second structure have
dipole form factors and a similar dipole mass as that of the nucleon, they will not be as suppressed as the nucleon in
this range of |q⃗|. In fact, if 1/2+N(1440) and N(1710) are responsible for the bulk of the structure, this Q2 behavior
will favor the higher state and may explain the shift of the second peak by ∼ 200 MeV as |q⃗| increases.

As we can see, BR is reasonable in resolving the ground state nucleon and the overall structure of the excited states,
but not the individual excited states which might appear under the structure. Even so, it is helpful in gaining insight
on the behavior of the spectral weights of the elastic peak relative to those of the excited states as a function of Q2,
which is consistent with our understanding in terms of the electric form factors.

We also notice that, as the momentum transfer q⃗ increases, causing the elastic structure to become more suppressed,
BR becomes less effective in providing accurate estimates for En and Wn within the present statistics.
Moreover, obtaining spectral weights using the BR method requires integrations that may introduce additional

systematic uncertainties. Therefore, we shall use the conventional multi-exponential fitting for our quantitative results.
Consequently, in the subsequent analyses aimed at determining the nucleon’s elastic and resonance structures, we rely
on exponential fitting as the preferred approach.

C. Matrix elements extraction from fits to the correlation functions

In this section, we determine the spectral weightsWn and ∆En(p⃗, q⃗) = En,q⃗ − EN,p⃗ by fitting the 4pt/2pt correlation
functions using an exponential form, as can be read from Eqs. (10) or (19). As indicated in the BR method discussed in
Sec. VA, the current state of lattice data lacks the resolution to distinguish between two or more closely situated peaks.
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We also attempted a three-exponential fit (n = 0, 1, 2) in Eq. (19), but the second and third exponentials yield nearly
identical fit parameters. Because the first and second excited states cannot be separated, and the fitted parameters
associated with the first and second excited states are identical within uncertainties, we perform a two-exponential
fit to the data. In this case, the extracted first excited state should be regarded as an effective excited state, i.e., a
linear combination of first and higher excited states. Writing R4pt/2pt(p⃗, q⃗, τ) ≡ R4pt/2pt(p⃗f = 0⃗, tf , q⃗, t2, t1, p⃗i = 0)
for simplicity, we thus have:

R
4pt/2pt
truncated(p⃗, q⃗, τ) =

∑

n=0,1

Wn(Q
2)e−∆En(p⃗,q⃗)τ . (22)

We do not impose any prior or constraint on Wn(Q
2) and on the values of ∆En.

As we will see from the fit parameters in the following, with the largest values of q⃗ = (1, 1, 2) in the lattice units,
the four-momentum transfer associated with the nucleon elastic form factor is Q2 = 1.74(06) GeV2, whereas for the
transition form factor, the value of Q2 = 0.48(04) GeV2 is much smaller compared to that of the elastic structure.
These Q2 values are obtained by averaging those extracted from fits to four-point correlation for the current insertions
at u- and d-quark propagators. Since the two flavors are fitted separately, the resulting Q2 values differ slightly, but
they are consistent within uncertainties, as can be seen from the flavor-separated form factors shown in Fig. 9.

As discussed in Sec. III, we have chosen to fix the temporal position of the first current at t1− t0 = 4 in lattice unit.
However, it is essential to ascertain whether the potential contamination arising from the excited states, originating
from the temporal separation between the nucleon source and the first current at t1, remains sufficiently small. This
determination is crucial to justify our decision to maintain t1 at a specific value for subsequent analysis. To address
this concern, we calculate the matrix elements at two different momentum transfers, q⃗ = (0, 0, 1) and (0, 1, 2), and
investigate the level of excited-state contamination as a function of temporal separations between the nucleon source
and the first current, specifically by varying the position of the first current at t1 − t0 = 4, 5, 6 both for the current
insertions at the u- and d-quark propagators.

The results for the three t1 − t0 are shown in Fig. 4. By virtue of the fact that there are no discernible differences
within errors in these three cases, it illustrates that the excited-state contamination stemming from the nucleon source
to the first current is nearly negligible. For a better illustration, in the third row of Fig. 4, we zoom in on the data
points for the u- and d-quark matrix elements for the momentum transfer q⃗ = (0, 1, 2) in the range τ = 5− 14. The
agreement among data points for different values of t1 − t0 indicates that excited-state contamination has minimal
dependence on the temporal separation between the nucleon source and the first current insertion for a fixed source-
sink separation of the nucleon. Consequently, this validates our choice of t1 − t0 = 4 for use in subsequent analyses.

We show two examples of exponential fits according to the fit Eq. (22) in Fig. 5 below for the determination of
the form factors. In order to demonstrate that the excited state contamination is not sensitive to the source sink-
separation for this calculation, in the second row of Fig. 5, we zoom in on the data points for the range τ = 4 − 15
and show that within error bars, the data points are in very good agreement.

To be specific, the fit form in Eq. (22) is

R
4pt/2pt
truncated(p⃗, q⃗, τ) = W0(Q

2)e−∆E0(p⃗,q⃗)τ +W1(Q
2)e−∆E1(p⃗,q⃗)τ (23)

We perform a correlated simultaneous fit to the τmax = 14, 16, 18 datasets using the functional form in Eq. (23).
The purpose of choosing three different source-sink separations tf − t0 = 18, 20, 22 is to investigate the contamination
coming from the nucleon’s sink side to the second current. Additionally, since these three different source-sink
separations also result in three different largest temporal separations between the two currents, i.e. t2 − t1 = τmax =
14, 16, 18, this analysis also helps us investigate the dependence of the intermediate states between the two currents.

For all momentum transfers, the matrix elements for the datasets with τmax = 14, 16, 18 are fitted in the ranges
τ = 3–12, 3–14, and 3–15, respectively, for both up- and down-quark matrix elements. The choice of τ ≥ 3 is made
to avoid χ2/d.o.f. > 1.3 for a small subset of matrix elements and to ensure that the second current is not too close
to the temporal location of the first current. The exclusion of the largest τ values is motivated by their increasing
statistical noise, as well as to prevent the second current from being too close to the nucleon sink time. As pointed

out earlier, we have tried to fit R
4pt/2pt
truncated(p⃗, q⃗, τ) in Eq. (22) with n = 0, 1, 2, but we find that the second and third

states are degenerate with the same energy and spectral weights. In other words, one cannot distinguish them and
there is no information about any higher states from the data. This is the same as we learned from the BR in the last
section. Thus, we shall report with two-state fits, i.e., n is up to 1. In Table II, we list the nucleon and the excited
state invariant masses extracted from fitting R4pt/2pt across different momentum transfers.
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FIG. 4. Investigation of excited-state contamination as a function of the nucleon source to the first current temporal separation
t1 for q⃗ = (0, 0, 1) and (0, 1, 2). Three different t1−t0 = 4, 5, 6 for which the maximum values of τ are τmax = 16, 15, 14 have been
chosen for comparison. The t1 − t0 = 4 and t1 − t0 = 6 data points are shifted by 0.2 to the left and right for better visibility.
The left-upper panel figure shows such a comparison for the up-quark correlation function, labeled by R4pt/2pt (u− quark) for

q⃗ = (0, 0, 1) and the right-upper panel shows such a comparison for the down-quark correlation, R4pt/2pt (d− quark). The
second-row figures show such a comparison for q⃗ = (0, 1, 2). For a better illustration, in the third row, we zoom in on the data
points for the u and d-quark matrix elements for q⃗ = (0, 1, 2) in the range τ = 5− 14 and plot the y-axis in logarithmic scale.



14

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
τ

0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

1.6

2.0

R
4p

t/
2
p
t
(u
−

q
u
ar

k
)

 ~q= (1, 1, 1), χ2/d. o. f. = 0.56

 tf − t0 = 18, τmax = 14

 tf − t0 = 20, τmax = 16

 tf − t0 = 22, τmax = 18

 Simultaneous fit

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
τ

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

R
4p

t/
2
p
t
(u
−

q
u
ar

k
)

 ~q= (0, 1, 2), χ2/d. o. f. = 0.83

 tf − t0 = 18, τmax = 14

 tf − t0 = 20, τmax = 16

 tf − t0 = 22, τmax = 18

 Simultaneous fit

4 6 8 10 12 14
τ

10-1

100

R
4p

t/
2p

t
(u
−

q
u
ar

k
)

 ~q= (1, 1, 1), χ2/d. o. f. = 0.56

 tf − t0 = 18, τmax = 14

 tf − t0 = 20, τmax = 16

 tf − t0 = 22, τmax = 18

 Simultaneous fit

4 6 8 10 12 14
τ

10-2

10-1

R
4p

t/
2p

t
(u
−

q
u
ar

k
)

 ~q= (0, 1, 2), χ2/d. o. f. = 0.83
 tf − t0 = 18, τmax = 14

 tf − t0 = 20, τmax = 16

 tf − t0 = 22, τmax = 18

 Simultaneous fit

FIG. 5. Simultaneous extraction of spectral weights Wn and energy gap ∆En between the ground-state nucleon and its excited
states due to momentum transfer from datasets for τmax = 14 (t1 − t0 = 4, tf − t0 = 18, τ = t2 − t1 = 0 − 14), τmax =
16 (t1 − t0 = 4, tf − t0 = 20, τ = t2 − t1 = 0− 16), τmax = 18 (t1 − t0 = 4, tf − t0 = 22, τ = t2 − t1 = 0− 18). The relative
distance t1 − t0 = 4 is kept fixed and the second current is inserted at all temporal locations from the first current to the sink,
including the positions of the first current and the sink. The datasets for τmax = 14 and τmax = 18 are shifted by 0.2 to the
left and right for better visibility. The figure in the left-upper panel shows fit to the up-quark 4pt/2pt correlation function

R4pt/2pt (u− quark) for three-momentum transfer q⃗ = (1, 1, 1). The cyan bands show the fitted band constructed from the
parameters using fit Eq. (23). The figure in the right-upper panel shows fit to the up-quark 4pt/2pt correlation function for
three-momentum transfer q⃗ = (1, 1, 2) in the lattice units. For demonstration purposes, in the second row, we zoom in on the
same data points of the plots in the first row for the range τ = 4− 15 and the y-axis is plotted in logarithmic scale.

q⃗ = (qx, qy, qz) m0 = mN (GeV) m∗
1 (GeV) Average χ2/d.o.f.

(0,0,1) 1.26(07) 1.98(05) 1.1

(0,1,1) 1.25(04) 1.97(04) 0.58

(1,1,1) 1.31(04) 2.00(03) 0.88

(0,0,2) 1.19(12) 2.02(03) 0.72

(0,1,2) 1.28(14) 2.15(04) 0.92

(1,1,2) 1.22(11) 2.06(04) 0.71

TABLE II. Nucleon and its radial excitation masses extracted from the fits to the 4pt/2pt correlation function using the
functional form in Eq. (23). The ∆En values are converted to masses in the unit of GeV. The average χ2/d.o.f. reported in
the fourth column is obtained by performing separate fits to the up- and down-quark matrix elements, and then averaging the
resulting χ2/d.o.f. values.
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D. Elastic form factor

Various components of the hadronic tensor, when computed on the lattice, provide valuable insights into different
nucleon properties. This includes the determination of the electromagnetic and axial form factors, as well as insights
into nucleon dynamics through response functions or structure functions. In this lattice QCD calculation, one of the
primary objectives is to determine the nucleon form factors by evaluating the hadronic tensor in both the elastic and
resonance regions, which are relevant for lepton-nucleon scattering studies. In this first lattice QCD calculation of the
hadronic tensor in the elastic and resonance regions, it is important to make a comparison between the elastic form
factors obtained from the traditional nucleon three-point function calculation and those from the hadronic tensor
approach. At this stage, this comparison is for a demonstration of the qualitative correctness and feasibility of the
hadronic tensor method. This will help lay the groundwork for a future high-statistics determination of elastic and
transition form factors from a single lattice QCD calculation. While the 3pt function method remains the preferred
technique for precisely determining nucleon electromagnetic and axial form factors with lower computational cost than
4pt function calculations, the hadronic tensor formalism offers a significant advantage when exploring multi-hadron
states, as well as shallow and deep inelastic regions. In these cases, the hadronic tensor naturally includes inclusive
contributions, making it a viable framework for such studies [3]. This serves as the primary motivation for performing
the hadronic tensor calculation. In this article, our focus is primarily on the electric form factor, and we plan to
address the magnetic and axial form factors in a forthcoming work, while also delving into the investigation of the
nucleon-to-Delta transition form factors.

In this section, we compare the flavor-separated nucleon Sachs electric form factor determined from the conventional
nucleon three-point function calculation to that obtained from the hadronic tensor. First, we briefly mention the
GE(Q

2) calculation from the traditional approach of the nucleon 3pt function calculation. We determine flavor-
separated GE(Q

2) for the first four-momentum transfers (including the zero momentum transfer) to compare with
those determined from the hadronic tensor calculation as a consistency check of the hadronic tensor formalism. In
the computation of the nucleon 3pt function, we do not include the disconnected u/d-quarks insertions as their
contributions were found to be much smaller in previous calculations [11, 57–59].

For the nucleon, with the source at rest, the ratio of the 3pt to the 2pt function can be used for the determination
of GE(Q

2). Following Ref. [78], the functional form with first excited state terms can be written as:

R3pt/2pt(t, τ ; p⃗i = 0⃗, p⃗f ) =
C

SiSf

N,3pt(t, τ ; p⃗i = 0⃗, p⃗f )

C
Sf

N,2pt(t; p⃗f )

√√√√CSi

N,2pt(t− τ ; p⃗i)C
Sf

N,2pt(t; p⃗f )C
Sf

N,2pt(τ ; p⃗f )

C
Sf

N,2pt(t− τ ; p⃗f )C
Si

N,2pt(t; p⃗i)C
Si

N,2pt(τ ; p⃗i)

≈ GE(Q
2)

√
mN + Ep⃗f

2Ep⃗f

+ C ′
1e

−∆E1
i τ + C ′

2e
−∆E1

f (t−τ) + C ′
3e

−∆E1
i τ−∆E1

f (t−τ),

(24)

where, p⃗i and p⃗f are the source and sink momenta and q⃗ = p⃗f − p⃗i is the three-momentum injected by the current,
and τ is the current insertion time. We perform 3pt calculations for 6 source-sink separations: t = 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20
in lattice units. We fit the ratios in Eq. (24) in two ways: the constant fit and the reduced ratio fit with first excited
state terms (Eq. (24)) for multiple source-sink separations. Similar to the method used in Ref. [79], we use a Gaussian

prior term in addition to the conventional χ2 ≡ ∑
ij(Di − D̃i)C

−1
ij (Dj − D̃j) to stabilize the fitting of the ground

state by constraining the excited states [80]. We introduced the above-mentioned Gaussian priors for the excited state
energies using the energy differences of the nucleon mass and the first excited states (∆Ei’s and ∆Ef ’s) obtained
from the 2pt fits. On the other hand, we have studied the consistency of the extracted spectrum and matrix elements
from various analyses, especially the dependence of the results on the priors, including the case where we only use the
mean values of ∆Ei’s and ∆Ef ’s as the initial values of fitting, i.e., no priors. We found the results from the ground
state are robust against the choices of the priors.

We present examples of the ratios and the fitted results in Figs. 6 and 7 separately for these two fitting procedures.
The results exhibit consistency among themselves, reflected in a goodness-of-fit statistic of χ2/d.o.f ∼ 1. To facilitate
a comparison, we incorporate the fitted values obtained from the constant fit at t = 18. We calculate the differences
for the constant fits at t = 14, 16, summing them in quadrature to estimate the systematic uncertainty, as illustrated
in Fig. 9. Since the excited-state fit results have smaller uncertainties and are mostly affected by smaller source-sink
separation data, due to the lack of ability to pin down the excited state, we choose the constant fit at t = 18 which has
an error larger than the excited-state fit. However, the 3pt function calculation here is for demonstration purposes
only and we do not invest more computing time to a precise estimation of these 3pt function calculations. A precise
and high statistics determination of the nucleon elastic form factor with proper estimation of systematic uncertainty
using 3pt function is an active research area in lattice QCD [81–85], which is not the focus of our calculation.

As mentioned earlier, we have incorporated the differences between the fitting values at source-sink separation
t = 18 and those at t = 14, 16 to estimate the systematic uncertainty in the determination of the GE form factor
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FIG. 6. Examples of the Gu
E form factor fitted with the ratio method with the first excited-state terms included for the up

quark. R3pt/2pt(Q2) denotes the ratio constructed from 3pt and 2pt functions defined in Eq. (24). The colored bands are
reconstructed ratios using the fitting results for each separation and the grey band is the fitted form factor. The left panel is
for the forward case with no momentum transfer and the right panel is with momentum transfer q = (0, 1, 1).

separated GE(Q2) for the first four-momentum transfers (including the zero momentum transfer) to compare with
those determined from the hadronic tensor calculation as a consistency check of the hadronic tensor formalism. In
the computation of the nucleon 3pt function, we do not include the disconnected u/d-quarks insertions as their
contributions were found to be much smaller in previous calculations [11, 71–73].

For the nucleon, with the source at rest, the ratio of the 3pt to the 2pt function can be used for the determination
of GE(Q2). Following Ref. [74], the functional form with first excited state terms can be written as:

R3pt/2pt(t, ω ; εpi = ε0, εpf ) =
C

SiSf

N,3pt(t, ω ; εpi = ε0, εpf )

C
Sf

N,2pt(t; εpf )

√√√√CSi

N,2pt(t → ω ; εpi)C
Sf

N,2pt(t; εpf )C
Sf

N,2pt(ω ; εpf )

C
Sf

N,2pt(t → ω ; εpf )CSi

N,2pt(t; εpi)C
Si

N,2pt(ω ; εpi)

↑ GE(Q2)

√
mN + Eωpf

2Eωpf

+ C →
1e

↑!E1
i ε + C →

2e
↑!E1

f (t↑ε) + C →
3e

↑!E1
i ε↑!E1

f (t↑ε),

(24)

where, εpi and εpf are the source and sink momenta and εq = εpf → εpi is the three-momentum injected by the current,
and ω is the current insertion time. We perform 3pt calculations for 6 source-sink separations: t = 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20
in lattice units. We fit the ratios in Eq. (24) in two ways: the constant fit and the reduced ratio fit with first excited
state terms (Eq. (24)) for multiple source-sink separations. Similar to the method used in Ref. [75], we use a Gaussian

prior term in addition to the conventional ϑ2 ↓ ∑
ij(Di → D̃i)C

↑1
ij (Dj → D̃j) to stabilize the fitting of the ground

state by constraining the excited states [76]. We introduced the above-mentioned Gaussian priors for the excited state
energies using the energy di!erences of the nucleon mass and the first excited states (”Ei’s and ”Ef ’s) obtained
from the 2pt fits. On the other hand, we have studied the consistency of the extracted spectrum and matrix elements
from various analyses, especially the dependence of the results on the priors, including the case where we only use the
mean values of ”Ei’s and ”Ef ’s as the initial values of fitting, i.e., no priors. We found the results from the ground
state are robust against the choices of the priors.

We present examples of the ratios and the fitted results in Figs. 6 and 7 separately for these two fitting procedures.
The results exhibit consistency among themselves, reflected in a goodness-of-fit statistic of ϑ2/d.o.f ↔ 1. To facilitate
a comparison, we incorporate the fitted values obtained from the constant fit at t = 18. We calculate the di!erences
for the constant fits at t = 14, 16, summing them in quadrature to estimate the systematic uncertainty, as illustrated
in Fig. 9. Since the excited-state fit results have smaller uncertainties and are mostly a!ected by smaller source-sink
separation data, due to the lack of ability to pin down the excited state, we choose the constant fit at t = 18 which has
an error larger than the excited-state fit. However, the 3pt function calculation here is for demonstration purposes
only and we do not invest more computing time to a precise estimation of these 3pt function calculations. A precise
and high statistics determination of the nucleon elastic form factor with proper estimation of systematic uncertainty
using 3pt function is an active research area in lattice QCD [77–81], which is not the focus of our calculation.

As mentioned earlier, we have incorporated the di!erences between the fitting values at source-sink separation
t = 18 and those at t = 14, 16 to estimate the systematic uncertainty in the determination of the GE form factor

FIG. 6. Examples of the Gu
E form factor fitted with the ratio method with the first excited-state terms included for the up

quark. R3pt/2pt(Q2) denotes the ratio constructed from 3pt and 2pt functions defined in Eq. (24). The colored bands are
reconstructed ratios using the fitting results for each separation and the grey band is the fitted form factor. The left panel is
for the forward case with no momentum transfer and the right panel is with momentum transfer q = (0, 1, 1). 16

FIG. 7. Examples of the Gu
E form factor fitted with constant fit for the up quark at source-sink separation = 18 in the lattice

units. R3pt/2pt(Q2) denotes the ratio constructed from 3pt and 2pt functions defined in Eq. (24). The grey bands represent
the fitted form factors.

FIG. 8. Square of the total charges of the u and d quarks in the proton in the forward limit, normalized by the square of the
individual quark charges.

through the 3pt function calculation. It is worth noting that the fit to the matrix elements at t = 18 for Q2 = 0.68
and 0.98 GeV2 exhibit larger uncertainties compared to those at t = 14, 16. This can be seen from the Gu

E(Q2) at
Q2 = 0.68 GeV2, determined from t = 18 data points as illustrated using the fit band in Fig. 7. Along with these
large uncertainties coming from the fit to the matrix elements at t = 18, the di!erences from the fits at t = 14, 16
are included in the systematic uncertainties and are reflected as large error bars in the GE(Q2) at Q2 = 0.68 and
0.98 GeV2 in Fig. 9. However, as can be seen from the right panel in Fig. 7, the matrix elements at t = 18 are still
statistically consistent with the lattice data points at t = 14, 16 which have much smaller uncertainties. Given that
we applied a constant fit to the t = 18 data points due to our inability to perform a proper excited-state fit to the
3pt functions, as a conservative approach, we present these constant fits at t = 18 with a larger uncertainty as our
final results.

Next, we discuss the determination of the nucleon elastic form factor GE(Q2) using the fit described in Sec. V C
using the hadronic tensor formalism. It is known theoretically that the hadronic tensor for the elastic scattering (i.e.,
with the nucleon as the intermediate state between the currents) is the product of the elastic form factors for the
two currents. Since we use the charge current in this study, we can immediately check the vector Ward identity by
verifying that the forward limit of the charge-charge hadronic tensor is the charge squared for the separate valence
quarks, i.e., (2eu)2 for the u quark and e2

d for the d quark. This result was published in [51] and we also show the
results in Fig. 8.

The GE(Q2) form factor can be extracted from the fitted parameter of the spectral weight W1 by fitting the matrix

FIG. 7. Examples of the Gu
E form factor fitted with constant fit for the up quark at source-sink separation 18 in the lattice

units. R3pt/2pt(Q2) denotes the ratio constructed from 3pt and 2pt functions defined in Eq. (24). The grey bands represent
the fitted form factors.

through the 3pt function calculation. It is worth noting that the fit to the matrix elements at t = 18 for Q2 = 0.68
and 0.98 GeV2 exhibit larger uncertainties compared to those at t = 14, 16. This can be seen from the Gu

E(Q
2) at

Q2 = 0.68 GeV2, determined from t = 18 data points as illustrated using the fit band in Fig. 7. Along with these
large uncertainties coming from the fit to the matrix elements at t = 18, the differences from the fits at t = 14, 16
are included in the systematic uncertainties and are reflected as large error bars in the GE(Q

2) at Q2 = 0.68 and
0.98 GeV2 in Fig. 9. However, as can be seen from the right panel in Fig. 7, the matrix elements at t = 18 are still
statistically consistent with the lattice data points at t = 14, 16 which have much smaller uncertainties. Given that
we applied a constant fit to the t = 18 data points due to our inability to perform a proper excited-state fit to the
3pt functions, as a conservative approach, we present these constant fits at t = 18 with a larger uncertainty as our
final results.

Next, we discuss the determination of the nucleon elastic form factor GE(Q
2) using the fit described in Sec. VC

using the hadronic tensor formalism. It is known theoretically that the hadronic tensor for the elastic scattering (i.e.,
with the nucleon as the intermediate state between the currents) is the product of the elastic form factors for the
two currents. Since we use the charge current in this study, we can immediately check the vector Ward identity by
verifying that the forward limit of the charge-charge hadronic tensor is the charge squared for the separate valence
quarks, i.e., (2eu)

2 for the u quark and e2d for the d quark. This result was published in [53] and we also show the
results in Fig. 8.

The GE(Q
2) form factor can be extracted from the fitted parameter of the spectral weight W1 by fitting the matrix

element using the fit form (23). All the kinematic factors are obtained from the fit parameter ∆E1 for a given q⃗. In

Fig. 9, we show the determination of the Gu,d
E (Q2) form factor for the u and d quarks obtained from the hadronic

tensor in the range of Q2 ∈ [0, 1.74] GeV2 with a combined fit to τmax = 14, 16, 18 datasets. Note that, the four-
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FIG. 9. Nucleon Sachs electric form factor Gu,d
E (Q2) for the u and d quarks in the range of Q2 ∈ [0, 1.74] GeV2 using the

hadronic tensor formalism. For comparison purposes, Gu,d
E (Q2) form factors obtained from the nucleon 3pt function are also

plotted for the first three nonzero momentum transfers as well as Q2 = 0 GeV2. The error bars in the determination of GE(Q
2)

from the 3pt function encompass both statistical and systematic uncertainties, which are added in quadrature.

momentum transfers, Q2 in the hadronic tensor formalism are obtained from the fitted parameters ∆En and that is
why they have uncertainty along the x-axis in Fig. 9.

We present a comparison of Gu,d
E (Q2) determined from the 4pt and 3pt functions in Fig. 9. It is important to

note that the Q2-values obtained for the nucleon 3pt function calculation derived from the nucleon mass and the
three-momentum transfer q⃗ through the dispersion relation may not necessarily coincide with those obtained in the
4pt functional calculation. However, they are found to be consistent within the uncertainty range of the Q2-values

obtained through the hadronic tensor formalism. The numerical agreement observed in the Gu,d
E (Q2) values between

the 3pt and the 4pt extractions affirms the feasibility of extracting form factors using the hadronic tensor formalism
and our method to extract it using the fit form in Eq. (23).
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FIG. 10. Determination of the nucleon to its excited states transition electric form factor in the momentum transfer range
of Q2 ∈ [0.08, 0.48] GeV2. Based on the discussion in the main text, this state is qualitatively identified with the Roper state
in comparison with the CLAS experimental data [86, 87] of N → N(1440)P11 transition form factor. The experimental data
points [86, 87] are compiled from Ref. [88] only in a limited range of Q2 for comparison with the lattice QCD calculation within
the hadronic tensor formalism.

E. Nucleon to its excited states transition form factor

In this section, we present the results of the nucleon’s transition to its finite-volume excitations from the W1 spectral
weights, as determined according to Eq. (23) with two terms. All kinematic factors are determined from the fitted
parameters ∆En. Given that we employed the fit form described in Eq. (23) for fitting the hadronic tensor, we tried
to determine the properties of both the first and the second finite-volume radial excitations of the nucleon. However,
as previously discussed, the current statistics of the lattice data do not allow distinguishing two closely situated states,
where the separation is on the order of approximately 300 MeV. Consequently, we report results with the understand-
ing that the obtained excitation energy represents the mixed average of those of 1/2+N(1440)(Roper), N(1710), and
1/2−N∗(1535), N(1650) and a suppressed contributions from ∆ as discussed above. The obtained spectral weight rep-
resents the mixed average of the squared form factors of these resonances. Keeping this in mind, we shall nevertheless
compare with the transition form factor G∗

E(Q
2) between the nucleon and the Roper resonance.

We first note that for q⃗ = (0, 0, 1) and (0, 1, 1) the four-momentum transfers Q2 determined from ∆En are negative.
In Fig. 10, we plot our lattice QCD determination of G∗

E(Q
2) for Q2 > 0 and the CLAS experimental results for the

Roper [86–89]. We see from the figure that the lattice result with the smallest Q2 ≈ 0.08GeV2 is about the same size
as the experimental data at higher Q2; whereas, the errors of the lattice results at these higher Q2 are large, so that
one cannot draw definitive conclusions at this stage. Our results are consistent with the earlier lattice calculation of
the nucleon to Roper transition with the 3-pt function approach, which also has large errors [90]. We should also
keep in mind the fact that our lattice is small and the pion mass is heavy. Moreover, the second state will contain
N(1710), N(1650) and a very small contribution from isospin 3/2 intermediate states in addition to the Roper.

Besides the transition form factor, we shall examine the helicity amplitude to gain a different perspective. Through
the nucleon electroexcitation reactions, eN → e′N∗, the excitation of nucleon resonances occurs through the inter-
mediate processes γ∗N → N∗, where γ∗ is a virtual photon, and the cross sections of the processes can usually be
expressed in terms of the electromagnetic transition form factors, or helicity amplitudes S1/2(Q

2) and A1/2(Q
2). Since

we have extracted only the G∗
E form factor, the relevant amplitude is the longitudinal helicity amplitude, S1/2(Q

2),
which measures the resonance response to the longitudinal component of the virtual photon:

S1/2(Q
2) =

√
2πα

Q2 + (m∗
2 −mN )2

mN (m∗2
2 −m2

N )

m∗
2 +mN

2
√
2Q2 m∗

2

√
[Q2 + (m∗

2 −mN )2][Q2 + (m∗
2 +mN )2] G∗

E(Q
2), (25)

where α ≈ 1/137 is the fine structure constant.
In Fig. 11, we compare the helicity amplitude S1/2(Q

2) from Eq. (25), determined from the hadronic tensor cal-
culation for the excited state(s) with the corresponding values extracted from the CLAS Collaboration experimental
data.
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FIG. 11. Comparison of the longitudinal helicity amplitude, S1/2(Q
2) associated with the lattice QCD extraction of the

nucleon to its excitation transitions compared with the experimental extraction of the S1/2(Q
2) associated with nucleon to

Roper transition by the CLAS collaboration [86, 87]. The estimation of the S1/2 amplitude in lattice QCD is based on the

G∗
E(Q

2) form factor, as detailed in the main text. The red data points represent the experimental extraction of S1/2 by the
CLAS collaboration [86, 87], compiled from the reference [88].

We should point out that the presence of Q2 in the denominator of S1/2 in Eq. (25) results in large uncertainties

in the lattice data points, especially when the values of Q2 are small in the present calculation. Nonetheless, the
data presented in Fig. 11 underscores the potential impact of the lattice QCD calculations in determining the helicity
amplitudes at very small Q2, particularly near the real photon point where the longitudinal helicity amplitude S1/2 is

maximal. This contribution from lattice QCD calculations is particularly valuable in complementing the low Q2 → 0
region where there are not many data points available from experiments.

We see that the lattice results are within a factor of 3 compared to the experimental data for Roper in the range
Q2 ≈ 0.08− 0.48GeV2. This could be due to the fact that the lattice results have included N(1710) and N∗(1650), it
could also be due to the fact that our present lattice is small and the pion mass is high. This should be addressed in
future calculations with large lattices and physical pion mass. It would be interesting to check the partial-wave-reversal
effect for the 1/2+ and 1/2− states with the Ji currents.

VI. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we present the results of a lattice QCD investigation into the determination of the nucleon’s elastic
and inelastic scatterings through a single calculation, employing the hadronic tensor formalism for the first time. We
have checked that the electric form factors GE(Q

2) for both the u and d quarks in elastic scattering agree with those
from the traditional 3pt function calculation. For the inelastic scattering with the charge current J4, we observe
an excitation structure whose invariant mass is at 0.5 – 0.7 GeV above the nucleon in the BR analysis. Since the
hadronic tensor is inclusive, which includes all intermediate states with allowed quantum numbers, it could include
N(1440)(Roper), N(1710), N∗(1535) and a small contribution from isospin 3/2 states in this mass range. It could also
include multi-hadron states such as πN and ππN . Note these multi-hadrons states are physical states between the
currents. They are different from the πN contamination between the source/sink and the currents. Neither the BR
inverse algorithm, nor a multi-exponential fit can differentiate these states in the structure. We compare the transition
electric form factor from the exponential fit of the calculated hadronic tensor with the experimental G∗

E(Q
2) and the

longitudinal helicity amplitude S1/2(Q
2) of the Roper state. We find the lattice S1/2(Q

2), albeit with large errors, is

within a factor of three from the Roper data in the range Q2 = 0.08− 0.48GeV2.
The intermediate states we considered, i.e., N(1440), N(1710) and N∗(1535) are resonances in reality. When the

pion mass is near its physical value, these finite volume discrete states will be mixed with πN states and be shifted
depending on the volume. The phase shift is obtained from the Lüscher quantization condition [91]. To match to the
infinite volume Minkowski hadronic tensor, the corresponding Euclidean version has a finite volume Lelloch-Lüscher
correction factor [92] which can be applied to the intermediate states before taking the infinite volume limit. The
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more general application is given in Ref. [93].
We should emphasize that although the inverse algorithm and the exponential fitting are not able to resolve

individual states, the hadronic tensor includes all the resonances and the multi-hadron states. When an isolated
structure is identified in BR such as in the present study, one can take the integrated spectral weight in the support
of the energy range and present the total lepton-nucleon scattering cross section in that energy bin to confront
experiments.

While this study represents a preliminary exploration in this direction, the semi-quantitative agreement observed
with the experimental data is both promising and motivating, despite the fact that the lattice is small and the pion
mass is not at the physical point. It underscores the prospective utility of the future development of the hadronic
tensor formalism in understanding nucleon’s low-lying resonance structures and in offering crucial constraints on the
physics involved in modeling many-body nuclear theory, especially in the context of studying neutrino oscillation
experiments. In particular, the hadronic tensor formalism includes the inclusive contribution of all the intermediate
states which is crucial to providing information for the neutrino scattering experiments at low energies. Furthermore,
the hadronic tensor formalism can be extended to the investigation of nucleon’s deep inelastic structure functions.
This feature enhances the comprehensiveness of our approach, enabling the simultaneous examination of the nucleon’s
elastic, resonance, and deep inelastic structures within a unified framework.
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