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We investigate the correlation of di-hadron productions between the current fragmentation region
(CFR) and target fragmentation region (TFR) in deep inelastic scattering as a probe of the nucleon
tomography. The QCD factorization and powering counting method are applied to compute the
relevant diffractive parton distribution functions in the valence region. In particular, we show that
the final state interaction effects lead to a nonzero longitudinal polarized quark distribution associ-
ated with the unpolarized nucleon target. This explains the observed beam single spin asymmetry
(BSA) from a recent Jefferson Lab experiment. We further show that the BSA in the single diffrac-
tive hadron productions in the TFR, although kinematically suppressed, also exists because of the
final state interaction effects.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most fundamental and compelling topics
in hadronic physics has been the nucleon tomography
imaging encoded in the multidimensional parton distri-
butions [1–6]. Beyond the collinear parton distribution
functions (PDFs), they may contain extra information
either in the momentum space, corresponding to the
transverse-momentum-dependent PDFs (TMDs) [7–10],
or in the coordinate space, corresponding to the gen-
eralized parton distributions (GPDs) [11–14]. The two
distributions can be integrated under the even higher-
dimensional phase-space distributions, the Wigner dis-
tribution [15], which are also known as the generalized
TMDs (GTMDs) in the momentum space [16–18].

Meanwhile, theoretical efforts of last few years have
made progress to explore the nucleon tomography in
terms of GTMDs from various experiments at the current
and future facilities [19–25]. However, the challenge re-
mains to study them in full kinematics. Therefore, a com-
prehensive program to tackle this issue from all possible
methods is highly recommended. In this paper, we study
the di-hadron correlations in opposite hemisphere along
the beam direction in deep inelastic scattering (DIS) as
a unique probe to the nucleon tomography. In the usual
DIS kinematics, as shown in Fig. 1, this corresponds to
the correlation between hadron productions in the cur-
rent fragmentation region (CFR) and target fragmenta-
tion region (TFR) [26–30].

Different from the semi-inclusive DIS (SIDIS) in the
CFR where factorization in terms of TMDs and fragmen-
tation functions (FFs) has been thoroughly studied [7–
10, 31, 32], the SIDIS in the TFR has not been exten-
sively explored in the literature, albeit the factorization
theorem in terms of the so-called fracture functions [33–
35] has been shown [36–38] and efforts have been made
to understand the fracture functions in different kine-
matic regions [26, 27, 29, 39]. Based on these develop-

∗ yuxunguo@lbl.gov
† fyuan@lbl.gov

FIG. 1: An illustration of the correlated di-hadron
production in the CFR and TFR. The proton in the
TFR is diffractive with a low momentum transfer.

ments, we will investigate the di-hadron correlation be-
tween current and target fragmentation regions, focusing
on the kinematics of proton (or other baryon) diffrac-
tive in the TFR. We refer to this process as the semi-
inclusive diffractive DIS (SIDDIS) in this paper. It is
interesting to note that a nontrivial beam spin asymme-
try (BSA) in correlated di-hadron productions in SIDDIS
(ep→ ep′π+X) has been observed in experiments at Jef-
ferson Lab (JLab) [40]. The goal of the current paper is
to investigate this physics and demonstrate the potential
of probing nucleon tomography from future experiments
at JLab and electron-ion collider (EIC) [1–6].

Meanwhile, at small-x, which is relevant for EIC exper-
iments, the current knowledge of similar type fracture
functions comes from diffractive DIS measurements at
HERA [41–45], where they are also called as the diffrac-
tive PDFs (DPDFs) [38, 46–50]. Studies in the Color-
Glass Condensate (CGC) formalism have established in-
teresting connections of the dipole S-matrices, which is
equivalent to gluon Wigner distribution at small-x [19],
with the DPDFs in SIDDIS [51–59]. In the following,
we will focus on the moderate-x range and argue that
the same connection exists for the quark sector. While
the fracture functions cannot be calculated with pertur-
bative quantum chromodynamics (QCD) in general, the
target fragmentation process will be approximated with
the hadronization of one knocked-out parton, whereas
the diffractive nucleon results in certain exclusive ma-
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trix elements. We argue that a factorization theorem
of such semi-inclusive processes in terms of the exclusive
matrix elements can be established following previous ex-
amples [38] and this semi-exclusive picture will provide
some insights on this rather unexplored phenomenon.

We notice a related observable in DIS, called the nu-
cleon energy-energy correlator, has also been proposed
to study nucleon structure in the target fragmentation
region [60–63]. The physics discussed in these papers is
substantially different, but complementary to what we
focus on in this paper.

II. DIFFRACTIVE PDFS AND EXCLUSIVE
MATRIX ELEMENTS

For semi-inclusive hadron productions in DIS, we can
formulate the amplitude squared as∑

X

|M(lP → l′P ′X)|2 =
e4

q4
lµνHµν , (1)

in terms of the leptonic and hadronic tensors lµν and
Hµν . The leptonic tensor lµν can be derived with QED,
whereas the hadronic tensor Hµν can be written with the
non-perturbative nucleon matrix elements as,

Hµν =
∑
X

∫
d4r

(2π)4
eiq·r ⟨P |Jµ(r)|P ′X⟩ ⟨P ′X |Jν(0)|P ⟩ .

(2)

The X here refers to all unidentified final-state particles
that will be summed over. The nucleon polarization vec-
tors S and S′ are and will be suppressed, unless specified
otherwise. The factorization formula in terms of the frac-
ture function has been shown as,

Hµν = Tµν
αβM

αβ(l, P, P ′) , (3)

with the hard-scattering amplitude Tµν
αβ , the fracture

function Mαβ(l, P, P ′), and Dirac indices α, β. The frac-
ture function is defined as [34],

Mαβ(l, P, P ′) =
∑
X

∫
d3PX

(2π)32EX

∫
d4r

(2π)4
eir·l〈

P
∣∣ψ̄α(0)

∣∣P ′;X
〉 〈
P ′;X

∣∣ψβ(r)
∣∣P〉 ,

(4)

with implicit gauge links between the two fields. In
principle, the fracture functions/DPDFs are not calcu-
lable. However, in certain kinematics, we can apply per-
turbative QCD and power counting analysis to evaluate
their behaviors. For example, the small-x DPDFs can
be calculated in terms of dipole amplitude, from which
the transverse momentum dependence and distribution
function behavior can be derived in a model-independent

way [51–59]. In the following, we argue that, at large-x,
we can apply the perturbative QCD to derive the power
behaviors of the quark diffractive PDFs.
The key ingredient in the perturbative analysis is to

project the dependence on the nucleon target with the
exclusive matrix elements of the nucleon, such as the GT-
MDs and GPDs. In Fig. 2, we show the typical diagrams
at the leading order. Gluon exchange is needed to make
the semi-inclusive calculation possible. The perturbative
QCD can be applied in the large-x region because: (1)
large transverse momentum of the struck quark probed
in these quark DPDFs; (2) large-x power counting ar-
guments where higher order corrections will be power
suppressed. With these arguments, we can compute the
quark DPDFs in terms of quark GTMDs and GPDs.

(a) (b)

FIG. 2: Leading-order Feynman diagrams of diffractive
PDFs in terms of the exclusive matrix elements, such as
the GTMDs or GPDs. The hadronization of the parton
moving to the right not shown explicitly accounts for
the target fragmentation process, and the DPDFs will
be the square of these diagrams.

Then, we can write down the quark DPDFs in terms
of the exclusive matrix elements as

M[Γ](xB , l⊥, P, P
′) =

1

4ζ2

∫
dl+dl−

(2π)3
δ(l+ − xBP

+)

×Tr
[
M†ΓM

]
, (5)

where ζ2 ≡ P ′+/P+ = (1 − ξ)/(1 + ξ), Γ represents the
Dirac matrices to project out certain spin-dependent dis-
tributions andM for the Feynman diagram contributions
from Fig. 2. The

∫
dl+ and

∫
d3PX(2π)−3(2EX)−1 inte-

gral are associated with corresponding δ functions that
will trivially set PX = −l −∆ and l+ = xBP

+.
To evaluate the Feynman diagrams in Fig. 2, the ex-

clusive matrix elements associated with the nucleon tar-
get can be parameterized in terms of GTMDs, which
demonstrates the crucial dependence on the nucleon to-
mography. To highlight this dependence and simplify
the derivation, as a first step, we expand the transverse
momentum in the GTMDs and make connections to the
GPDs. As an example, we show the leading twist quark
DPDFs with projections of γ+ and γ+γ5:
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M[γ+] =
1

4ζ2(2π)3
4C2

F g
4

l4⊥

(l+ +∆+)
2

∆+

∫ 1

−1

dx′dx′′
(∣∣∣F [γ+]

∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣F [γ+γ5]
∣∣∣2)[

l+ +∆+

∆+

(
ReT 2

b + ImT 2
b

)
+ ImT 2

a + 2ImTaImTb

]
+ cross terms , (6)

M[γ+γ5] =
1

4ζ2(2π)3
8C2

F g
4

l6⊥

(l+ +∆+)
2

∆+

∫ 1

−1

dx′dx′′ImTaReTb
(∣∣∣F [γ+]

∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣F [γ+γ5]
∣∣∣2) ϵl∆⊥ + cross terms , (7)

for unpolarized and longitudinal polarized quark distri-
butions, respectively, where we introduce the notation

ϵl∆⊥ ≡ ϵαβ⊥ lα∆β for simplicity. The F [γ+] and F [γ+γ5]

above represent the dependence on the quark GPDs [12],

F
[γ+]
q =

1

2P̄+
ū(P ′, S′)

[
γ+Hq +

iσ+ν∆ν

2M
Eq

]
u(P, S) ,

F
[γ+γ5]
q =

1

2P̄+
ū(P ′, S′)

[
γ+γ5H̃q +

∆+γ5

2M
Ẽq

]
u(P, S) .

(8)

The square of them can be calculated by averaging (sum-
ming) over the polarization S (S′) of the initial (final)
proton in the case of unpolarized target, and the cross

terms of them vanish. The Hq, Eq, H̃q and Ẽq are the
four well-known leading-twist quark GPDs that are func-
tions of the three standard GPD variables (x′, ξ, t). These
scalars are the average momentum fraction of the par-
ton x′ ≡ k+/P̄+ defined above, the skewness parameter
ξ ≡ −∆+/(2P̄+) and the momentum transfer squared
t ≡ ∆2, which will be used hereafter. The hard scatter-
ing coefficients are defined as,

ImTa(x′, ξ, xB) ≡ πδ (x′ + ξ − (1 + ξ)xB) ,

ReTb(x′, ξ) ≡ −P.V.
1

x′ − ξ
, (9)

ImTb(x′, ξ) ≡ πδ (x′ − ξ) ,

that depends on (x′, ξ) in general. The ImTa depends on
xB additionally, resulting from the xB-dependence of the
momentum fraction l+ = xBP

+.

It is clear that the interference between the imaginary
part of amplitude Ta and the real part of amplitude Tb
plays a crucial role in having a nonzero result for the

projection of M[γ+γ5], which describes the longitudinal
polarized quark distribution associated with the unpo-
larized nucleon target. It is interesting to note that it is
the same mechanism that generates a nonzero Sivers-type
TMD quark/gluon distributions [64–68].

Furthermore, in the above results, the knocked-out
parton with momentum is approximately on-shell: P 2

X ≈
0. Then, one has xB ≤ xP when requiring P+

X ≥ 0, where
the so-called pomeron momentum fraction is defined as

xP ≡ −∆+/P+ = 2ξ/(1 + ξ) . (10)

For fixed transverse momentum l⊥, one has l− → ∞
when approaching the xB → xP limit. Consequently, the
propagators carrying momentum l will be suppressed by
l2 ∝ l2⊥xP/(xP − xB) → ∞, which plays an essential
role for the power counting argument of our calculations
and the parton distributions at large-x in general [69–72].
This suppression has been illustrated in an early pertur-
bative calculation of the DPDF with exclusive nucleon
matrix elements in Ref. [34]. It has been shown therein
that the DPDF will be suppressed in the xB → xP limit
in the form of (1 − β)p with β ≡ xB/xP. Based on per-
turbative calculations, the power p = 2 is obtained.

III. CORRELATED DI-HADRON
PRODUCTIONS IN THE CFR AND TFR

With the above quark DPDFs, we can study the corre-
lated di-hadron productions between CFR and TFR and
the associated spin asymmetries. Here, we give an exam-
ple of the BSA in this process. As discussed in the pre-
vious section, this BSA results from the non-zero DPDF

projection M[γ+γ5] due to final state interaction effects.
More specifically, the BSA of the correlated di-hadron
productions can be written as [40]:

ALU = −
√

1− ϵ2
|P ′′

⊥| |P ′
⊥|

MNM2

C
[
w5 l̂

⊥h
1 D1

]
C [û1D1]

sin∆ϕ , (11)

where the quark DPDFs û1 and l̂⊥h
1 follow the defini-

tion in Refs. [26, 27] and can be projected through

the results of M[γ+] and M[γ+γ5] of the last section,
respectively. In the above equation, C stands for con-
volutions of quark DPDFs with the fragmentation func-
tion D1, the P

′′ stands for the momentum of the second
hadron probed in the CFR and M2 corresponds to its
mass, which is the same as the proton in the case here.
Since the process receives contributions from quarks of
all flavors, quark DPDFs of all flavors should be summed

over, weighted by their charges l̂⊥h
1 =

∑
q ē

2
q l̂

⊥h
1,q . The ē

stands for the quark or lepton charge in the unit of |e|,
i.e., ēu = 2/3 and ēd = −1/3.

To estimate the spin asymmetry, we further assume
that the unpolarized fragmentation contribution from the
CFR cancels out from the numerator and denominator
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and define the following reduced asymmetry,

A0 ≡
C
[
w5 l̂

⊥h
1 D1

]
C [û1D1]

≈ l̂⊥h
1 (xB , l⊥, ξ, t)

û1(xB , l⊥, ξ, t)
, (12)

which depends on the ratio of the structure functions l̂⊥h
1

and û1 that, again, sum over all quark flavors.

To obtain the quark DPDFs l̂⊥h
1 and û1, the x

′ and
x′′ integrals in Eqs. (6,7) must be performed. The final
results will depend on three form factors:

ReHC(ξ, t) ≡
∑
q

ē2q

∫ 1

−1

dxReTb(x, ξ)Hq(x, ξ, t) ,

ImHC(ξ, t) ≡
∑
q

ē2q

∫ 1

−1

dxImTb(x, ξ)Hq(x, ξ, t) , (13)

ImH′
C(ξ, xB , t) ≡

∑
q

ē2q

∫ 1

−1

dxImTa(x, ξ, xB)Hq(x, ξ, t) .

The hard scattering coefficient Tb coincides with the one
in DVCS [12]. Therefore, the corresponding amplitudes
will be the ordinary real and imaginary Compton form
factors (CFFs) ReHC(ξ, t) and ImHC(ξ, t), whereas the
other coefficient Ta is slightly modified and depends on
xB . The corresponding modified CFF ImH′

C(ξ, xB , t)
can be explicitly written as,

ImH′
C(ξ, xB , t) =π

∑
q

ē2q

[
Hq((1 + ξ)xB − ξ, ξ, t)

∓Hq(−(1 + ξ)xB + ξ, ξ, t)
]
,

(14)

in terms of GPDs. The ∓ sign is determined from the
parity of the GPDs. For vector GPDs H and E it should

be −, whereas for axial-vector GPDs H̃ and Ẽ it should
be +. Hence, two CFFs and one modified CFF are
needed for each quark GPD at each kinematical point
(xB , ξ, t). Here we consider the quark GPDs extracted
from the GUMP global analysis of the DVCS measure-
ments as well as lattice GPD calculations [73, 74]. While
the extracted CFFs reflect the input DVCS measure-
ments, the modified CFFs are more obscure. Although
they resemble the ordinary imaginary CFFs, the modi-
fied CFFs are shifted away from the crossover lines at
x = ±ξ due to their extra xB-dependence, making them
less constrained by existing experiments.

With these (modified) CFFs, the reduced asymmetry
A0 can be evaluated. The perturbative calculation indi-
cates that the A0 scales with the transverse momentum
l⊥ as l−2

⊥ for l⊥ ≫ ΛQCD. Thus, we define the rescaled
coefficient Ā0(xB , ξ, t) according to,

A0 =
2MNM2

l2⊥
Ā0(xB , ξ, t) , (15)

that does not depend on the l⊥. We will present full
expressions of the TMD DPDFs and the above asymme-

FIG. 3: A plot of the BSA coefficient Ā0 at
t = −0.5 GeV2 and µ = 2 GeV with different values of ξ
and xB . Since the Ā0 depends on the modified CFFs, it
also depends on the xB consequently.

tries in a separate publication. Here, we highlight impor-
tant numeric results from our calculations. In FIG. 3, we
show the calculated Ā0(xB , ξ, t) at t = −0.5 GeV2 and
µ = 2 GeV. The sizable coefficient Ā0(xB , ξ, t) accords
with the recent measurement of BSA in this process [40].1

We note that only the dependence of the BSA on the
product PT1PT2 that corresponds to the product ∆⊥l⊥
here has been given [40]. Therefore, we cannot directly
compare the calculated BSA with the measured one with-
out knowing the transverse momentum, which might be
soft. Despite that, the observed consistency indicates
that the BSA in this process can be interpreted with
this semi-exclusive mechanism when final-state interac-
tions are considered. Furthermore, it also implies that
such diffractive di-hadron productions or similar diffrac-
tive processes can be explored in terms of these exclusive
nucleon matrix elements for the nucleon tomography. Al-
though the current work focuses on the region with large
transverse momenta, the BSA with soft transverse mo-
menta can be studied in the GTMD framework. This
would also allow us to quantitatively compare with the
experiments, which will be left to future work.
Finally, we extend the discussion to the single diffrac-

tive hadron production in the TFR, where the final-state
particles in the CFR are also summed over. Interest-
ingly, the BSA vanishes at the leading twist in this case:
since the BSA now corresponds to the azimuthal angular
correlation between the leptonic and hadronic planes, it
might be in the form of ϵ∆le

⊥ , which could be factorized

into the leptonic momenta le⊥, l
e′

⊥ and the hadronic twist-

three DPDFM[γ⊥γ5]
. The notationM stands for the l⊥-

1 The reduced asymmetry A0 corresponds to the weighted asym-
metry therein with an extra minus sign. Except that, the asym-
metries here are defined consistently, being aware of the opposite
choice of the z-direction.
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integrated DPDF, distinguished from the unintegrated
one. This argument has been examined with explicit cal-
culations of twist-three contributions to the SIDIS in the
TFR in Ref. [30] recently, where the twist-three DPDF

M[γ⊥γ5]
is shown to contribute to such BSA.

Similar to the twist-two projection, we find the twist-

three projection of DPDF M[γ⊥γ5] to be non-zero as
well, which in fact resembles the twist-two one. The
connection between them is analogous to the Wandzura-
Wilczek relation for twist-two and twist-three polarized
PDFs [75], which suggests a corresponding but kinemat-
ically suppressed BSA in the case of the single diffractive
hadron production in the TFR. However, to obtain the

DPDF M[γ⊥γ5]
and make quantitative comparison, the

transverse momentum has to be integrated that involves
the region with soft transverse momenta inevitably. This
can be done in the GTMDs framework, and will be left
to future work.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

To conclude, we study the SIDDIS process in terms of
a semi-exclusive mechanism in this work. We argue that
the perturbative QCD can be applied to derive the power
behaviors of the quark diffractive PDFs, and calculate
the DPDFs in terms of the quark GPDs of the nucleon
to the leading order for large transverse momenta. We

find non-zero twist-two and twist-three DPDFs M[γ+γ5]

and M[γ⊥γ5] resulting from the final-state interactions,
which are responsible for the BSA in the correlated di-
hadron productions in the CFR and TFR and the single
diffractive hadron production in the TFR, respectively.

Utilizing the GPDs from global analysis, we look into
the BSAs in these processes. For the di-hadron produc-
tion, the BSA is found to be sizable, in accord with the
recent measurement [40]. Despite the different kinematic
regions between the calculation and experiment, the con-
sistency in the BSA implies the potential of these diffrac-
tive processes for the study of the nucleon tomography
in terms of GPDs and GTMDs. We further discuss the
implication of this calculation on the single diffractive
hadron production in the TFR, and argue that a similar
BSA could exist in this case, which will be kinematically
suppressed, though.

For future work, it will be crucial to further investi-
gate the DPDFs with soft transverse momenta in terms
of GTMDs for a quantitative comparison of the BSAs
to experiments for both the di-hadron and single-hadron
productions. Moreover, this work sets an example and
motivates one to consider the other observables and pro-
cesses among all such diffractive processes for the nu-
cleon tomography. As mentioned at the beginning, a
comprehensive program to tackle this issue from all pos-
sible methods is highly recommended.
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