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We study the small-x asymptotics of the flavor singlet, leading-twist quark Transverse Momentum
Dependent parton distribution functions (TMDs). We apply the recently developed Light-Cone
Operator Treatment to rewrite the TMD operator definitions at small x in terms of polarized
dipole amplitudes, present the small-x evolution equations and their solutions in the large-Nc,
linearized, Double-Logarithmic Approximation (DLA), where Nc is the number of quark colors.
Previously, this approach was used to determine the small-x asymptotics of the unpolarized and
helicity TMDs. In this work we obtain the small-x asymptotics of the Sivers function, helicity worm-
gear, transversity, pretzelosity, Boer-Mulders and transversity worm-gear TMDs, thus completing
the set of the asymptotic small-x behavior of all the leading-twist flavor-singlet quark TMDs.

Introduction

A major open problem in nuclear physics is to quan-
titatively describe the three dimensional structure of
hadrons in terms of their quark and gluon degrees of
freedom. One avenue with which to address this prob-
lem is Transverse Momentum Dependent Parton Distri-
bution Functions (TMDs). These are number densities
of quarks and gluons within a parent hadron, where the
partons have a given fraction of the parent hadron’s lon-
gitudinal momentum x and a transverse momentum kT .
While the scale evolution of TMDs is known and given by
the Collins-Soper-Sterman equations [3–7], the evolution
to small values of x has been an ongoing effort [2, 8–
14], and the result of this work is to extend this effort
to the complete set of leading-twist quark TMDs. The
kinematic region of small-x corresponds to high center
of mass energy scattering, and is dominated by the sea
quark and gluon distributions of the interacting hadrons.
Thus, if one can obtain the small-x evolution of TMDs,
one can study the three dimensional momentum struc-
ture of hadrons at high energy.

The TMDs are of great interest. They can be ex-
tracted from various spin-asymmetry observables in semi-
inclusive deep inelastic scattering (SIDIS). These observ-
ables may be computed starting from some intermediate
x, in which small-x effects start to play a dominating
role, down to very small-x where nonlinear gluon recom-
bination effects become important. Indeed such calcu-
lations have already been performed for the quark and
gluon helicity TMDs [15]. While the data for most of
these observables remain sparse at small x, the future
Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) will probe this kinematic re-
gion [16–24]. Thus, knowing the small-x evolution of the
TMDs will provide crucial input for high-precision anal-

ysis of future data.

Our results may also complement the global fitting per-
formed in the TMD factorization framework. For TMD
collinear-factorization based global analysis, the small-x
behavior of the TMDs has to be parameterized, usually
as xα, where α is a fit parameter that governs the small-x
behavior. This α parameter, also referred to as the small-
x intercept, is a quantity that can be predicted using the
small-x formalism. Our intercept can then be compared
to the extracted value of TMD-factorization fits to deter-
mine if the data needs a small-x informed description, or
alternatively used to reduce the number of parameters in
the fit. Indeed the main result we present in this letter
is the collection small-x intercepts of the flavor singlet
(quark plus anti-quark) TMDs in Table I.

Our prediction for the intercept may also be used as
a prior in TMD factorization fits in which there are not
enough data to determine the small-x behavior, but one
nonetheless wants to model the TMD at all x in a rea-
sonable way. This was done for quark transversity in
[25, 26]. In that work, the authors incorporated Lattice
QCD computations of the nucleon tensor charges into
their global analysis. These tensor charges are moments
of the transversity TMD. As such, the authors needed a
description of the transversity TMD that is valid at all x.
They used the value of the non-singlet quark transversity
x-intercept as a prior for their singlet quark transversity
x-intercept in order to be able to extrapolate down to
x = 0, such that the integral of the transversity TMD
over all x could be computed. In this letter, we directly
derive the small-x intercept for the quark singlet TMD
and validate the choice of these authors.

This procedure is not unique to transversity. While
there might not be an equivalent of the tensor charge
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Leading Twist Quark TMDs

Quark Polarization

U L T

Nucleon
Polarization

U fS
1 ∼ x−

4αsNc

π
ln(2) h⊥S

1 ∼ x

L gS1 ∼ x−3.66
√

αsNc/2π h⊥S
1L ∼ x

T f⊥S
1T ∼ x−2.9

√
αsNc/4π gS1T ∼ x−2.9

√
αsNc/4π hS

1 ∼ h⊥S
1T ∼ x

1−2
√

αsNc

2π

TABLE I: The collected leading small-x asymptotics for the leading-twist flavor singlet quark TMDs. The intercept
of the unpolarized quark TMD f1 is given by the solution for eikonal BFKL evolution [1] and the intercept for the
helicity TMD g1 was calculated using the LCOT in [2]. The remaining six intercepts are calculated using the LCOT
in this work. We note that we are only tabulating the leading power scaling in x, while some of these TMDs also
have oscillatory behavior in x. In these cases, the oscillations are over very large intervals in ln(1/x), so the behavior
in the asymptotic limit x→ 0 is dominated by the power law scaling.

that is of interest, the consistency of the various theoret-
ical approaches can be compared for each TMD. Lattice
moments of all the TMDs can be computed in princi-
ple [27] and then compared to all-x constructions of the
TMDs. An all-x construction of the TMDs necessitates
determining the correct small-x behavior.

The construction of small-x evolution equations for the
TMDs [2, 12–14] is based on the extension [8–11] of the
dipole picture [28, 29] to include polarization dependence.
Hence, the formalism relies heavily on strong ordering be-
tween the lifetime of a quark-anti-quark dipole created
from the virtual photon in a deep inelastic scattering
(DIS) process and the timescale of the dipole-target in-
teraction [8, 28–30], which is the central assumption of
the dipole model that has resulted in several notable pre-
dictions in the unpolarized sector, including gluon satu-
ration and the CGC framework [31, 32]. As a result, the
TMD’s small-x behaviors predicted here and those ob-
tained from experimental measurements would serve as
a test not only of our derivation of small-x evolution for
the TMDs, but potentially of the CGC framework as a
whole.

In this work, we will extend the CGC as in [10], with a
framework we refer to as the Light Cone Operator Treat-
ment (LCOT). This consists of taking the operator defi-
nition for a parton distribution and simplifying it in the
small-x limit. The leading contribution to the TMDs can
be shown to come from a correlator of two Wilson lines
which encodes the high energy scattering between a pair
of partons in a color dipole and the parent hadron for
the parton distribution. One includes energy suppressed
(sub-eikonal) operators in the Wilson lines which commu-
nicate spin information between the color dipole and the
parent hadron, allowing for the construction of “polar-
ized dipole amplitudes” which ultimately determine the
TMDs. Such energy suppressed corrections have been
the focus of intense study recently [2, 8–13, 33–73], and
have been applied both for access to spin physics in the
small-x regime and for high-precision calculations of un-
polarized observables. Here, we will derive the small-

x expressions for the leading-twist quark TMDs in the
massless-quark limit. We will then derive and solve evo-
lution equations of the polarized dipole amplitudes in
the large-Nc linearized Double Logarithmic Approxima-
tion (DLA) to ultimately obtain the small-x asymptotic
scaling of the TMDs.
Throughout this work, we make use of light-cone co-

ordinates u = (u+ = x0 + x3, u− = u0 − u3, u), labeling
the transverse part of a four-vector u as u except in the
case of an integral measure, where it will be denoted as
u⊥, and in the case of the quark transverse momentum
argument of a TMD, where we will use the conventional
label kT . We will also label the quantization axis for the
transverse spin of the quarks as S and write the center of
mass energy squared for the scattering of a color dipole
on a hadron target as s.
Sivers function and helicity worm-gear In order to

study the TMDs at small-x, we begin with their operator
definitions. For the Sivers function, the linear combina-
tion of the unpolarized quark TMD, f1, and the Sivers
function, f⊥

1T , is [74]

f q
1 (x, k

2
⊥)−

k× SP

MP
f⊥q
1T (x, k2⊥) =

∫

dr− d2r⊥
2 (2π)3

eik·r (1)

× 〈P, SP |ψ̄(0)U [0, r]
γ+

2
ψ(r)|P, S〉,

where x is the longitudinal momentum fraction carried
by the quark, kT is the quark’s transverse momentum
and |P, SP 〉 labels a hadron state of momentum, P , and
polarization, SP , in the transverse direction. We take
the gauge link, U [0, r], to be that of Semi-Inclusive Deep
Inelastic Scattering (SIDIS) for a hadron moving with a
large ‘+’ momentum component,

U [0, r] = Vr[∞, r]V0[0,∞], (2)

with Vr[f, i] being a fundamental-representation Wilson
line running along the light cone at transverse position
r in the ‘-’ direction from i− to f−. We avoid singular
gauges such as the light cone gauge of the target, A+ = 0,
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and thus neglect the transverse Wilson line at infinity in
the staple gauge link. One can perform several algebraic
manipulations (cf. [10, 11]) to rewrite Eq. (2) as a small-x
quasi-classical average over the ‘target’ proton state [55,
75–80] in terms of impact-parameter-integrated polarized
dipole amplitudes. Specifically, taking the flavor singlet
(qS(x, k2T ) = q(x, k2T ) + q̄(x, k2T )) projection of the Sivers
function, we obtain

− k × SP

MP
f⊥S
1T (x, k2⊥)

∣

∣

∣

sub-eik.
=

16Nc

(2π)3

∫

d2x10 (3)

×
∫

d2k1⊥
(2π)3

ei(k+k
1
)·x

10

k21⊥k
2
⊥

1
∫

Λ2

s

dz

z

{

(k1 · k) (k − k1)
i

×
[

ǫij Sj
P x

2
10 F

S
A (x210, z) + xi10 (x10 × SP )F

S
B (x210, z)

+ǫij xj10 (x10 · SP )F
S
C (x210, z)

]

+ i (k1 · k) (x10 × SP )F
S[2](x210, z)

−i (k × k1) (x10 · SP )F
S
mag(x

2
10, z)

}

,

where we introduced five impact-parameter-integrated
polarized dipole amplitudes – FS

A , FS
B , FS

C , FS[2] and
FS
mag. These amplitudes are functions of the transverse

dipole size x210 and the fraction of the dipole’s total lon-
gitudinal momentum carried by the quark z, and they
encode different interactions between the dipole and the
target which communicate information on the transverse
spin of the target hadron. For example, the FS

A , FS
B , FS

C ,
and FS[2] dipole amplitudes arise from the sub-eikonal
correction to the covariant phase acquired by a quark as it
freely propagates through it’s parent hadron. This can be
seen by expanding the ordinary free Feynman propagator
in terms of the center of mass energy of the quark and
its parent hadron, then keeping the first two terms. On
the other hand, the FS

mag dipole amplitude comes from
inserting the off diagonal transverse components of the
gauge field strength tensor F 12 in the Wilson line along
the quark’s path. This is thus an interaction between
the quark’s color magnetic moment and the chromomag-
netic background field of the parent hadron. The same
operators which enter these dipole amplitudes also enter
into the helicity TMD [2], with the F 12 operator giv-
ing an expected chromomagnetic interaction to generate
helicity dependence and mixing with dipole amplitudes
containing the covariant phase operators.
Next we turn to the worm-gear g1T , finding an expres-

sion for g1T containing polarized dipole amplitudes which
are almost identical to those entering the flavor singlet
Sivers function in Eq. (3) (see the Supplemental Mate-
rial and cf. Section II of [14]). The minor differences do
not alter the evolution equations, resulting in the same
scaling behavior with x for both the flavor singlet Sivers
function, f⊥

1T , and the flavor singlet worm-gear T func-
tion, g1T . Thus we will only need to derive and solve evo-
lution equations for the dipoles entering the sub-eikonal

Sivers function in order to obtain the asymptotics of both
TMDs.
In order to study the small-x evolution of the Sivers

function, we must construct the small-x evolution equa-
tions for each of the five polarized dipole amplitudes and
plug the evolved results back into Eq. (3). The evolu-
tion equations are presented in the supplementary mate-
rial. One can show that FS[2] has trivial initial condition,
FS[2] (0) = 0, and only couples to itself under evolution,
thus its contribution is identically zero. The remaining
four amplitudes – FS

A ,FS
B , FS

C , and FS
mag – all enter

into a system of coupled evolution equations, very similar
to that found in the study of the large-Nc evolution for
the flavor non-singlet Sivers function [13] and the flavor
singlet helicity TMD [2, 15]. Numerically solving these
equations yields an exponentially growing, oscillating so-
lution for FS

A ,FS
B , and FS

mag, while F
S
C is given entirely

by its initial condition. The oscillating dipole amplitudes
have the form

FS(z) = eα ln(zs/Λ2) cos
(

ω ln
( zs

Λ2

)

+ φ
)

, (4)

for a fixed x210. Oscillations have appeared before in the
solution to large Nc&Nf evolution of the helicity TMD
at Nf = 6 [15]. We extract the values of the parameters
α, ω, and φ using the same method, recording the results
in Table 1 in the supplemental material.
In the asymptotic limit, the dipole amplitude with the

largest value of α dominates, hence we conclude to two
significant figures that

f⊥S
1T (x≪ 1, k2⊥) ∼ gS1T (x≪ 1, k2⊥) (5)

∼
(

1

x

)2.9
√

αsNc

2π

× (Oscillating term) .

The flavor singlet Sivers function grows slower than the
non-singlet, whose intercept for the sub-eikonal contri-
bution is 3.4

√

αsNc/4π. This is expected based on the
näıve time-reversal odd (T-odd) parity of the Sivers func-
tion, which leads to the charge conjugation odd (C-odd)
contribution at eikonal order from the spin-dependent
odderon in the flavor non-singlet sector [39, 42, 51] and a
vanishing eikonal flavor singlet contribution. In contrast,
the flavor non-singlet g1T is significantly suppressed com-
pared to the flavor singlet sector studied here, being al-
most constant in x and in agreement with usual expecta-
tions for small-x physics. Indeed, the flavor singlet sec-
tor turns out to be dominant over the flavor non-singlet
sector for all of the leading-twist T-even TMDs. The
dominance of the flavor singlet contribution, as seen in
the T-even TMDs, follows from the fact that the evolu-
tion can be driven by flavor blind gluon exchanges which
contribute to the flavor singlet sector, while the T-odd
TMDs (the Sivers function and the Boer-Mulders func-
tion) will be dominated by C-odd exchanges which can
distinguish quark from anti-quark, thus contributing to
the flavor non-singlet sector.
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Transversity and pretzelosity Let us now turn to the
chiral-odd TMDs. We begin with the transversity TMD,
h1T , where we find the following expression in terms of
flavor singlet polarized dipole amplitudes [11, 14]

hS1T (x, k
2
⊥) +

k2x
M2

P

h⊥ S
1T (x, k2⊥)

∣

∣

∣

sub-sub-eik
=
xNc

π3
(6)

×
∫

d2x10
d2k1⊥
(2π)3

ei(k1
+k)·x

10

k21⊥k
2
⊥

(

1

k21⊥
+

1

k2⊥

)

1
∫

Λ2

s

dz

z

×
{[

2 (S · k1) (S · k)− (k1 · k)
]

H1T (x210, z)

−
[

(S × k1) (S · k) + (S · k1) (S × k)
]

H2T (x210, z)
}

,

where we have introduced two impact-parameter inte-
grated dipole amplitudes, H1T and H2T . These two
dipole amplitudes contain operators corresponding to a
spin-dependent exchange of a quark anti-quark pair be-
tween the fast moving quark and the parent hadron.
Their initial conditions are analogous to that of Reggeon
exchange (cf. [81–86]).
For the pretzelosity, h⊥1T , we find an expression in

terms of dipole amplitudes which are essentially the same
as those entering Eq. (6) for the transversity TMD.
Hence, they have the same small-x asymptotics. The
pair of dipole amplitudes for each TMD obey identical,
decoupled evolution equations of the form

H1T (x210, z) = H1T (0)(x210, z) (7)

+
αsNc

2π

z
∫

max{1/x2
10

,Λ2}/s

dz′

z′

x2

10
∫

1/z′s

dx221
x221

×
[

H1T (x221, z
′)− Γ1T (x210, x

2
21, z

′)
]

+
αsNc

2π

z
∫

Λ2

s

dz′

z′

x2

10
z/z′

∫

1/z′s

dx221
x221

H1T (x221, z
′) ,

with Γ1T the neighbor dipole amplitude employed to im-
pose lifetime ordering constraints in the evolution (see
Section D of [8]). This equation can be solved analyt-
ically (see the Supplemental Material), and it can be
shown that the neighbor dipole behaves identically to
H1T , so the term in square brackets in Eq. (7) vanishes,
and the evolution equations reduce to

H1T
10 (z) = H

1T (0)
10 (z) (8)

+
αsNc

2π

z
∫

Λ2

s

dz′

z′

x2

10
z/z′

∫

1/z′s

dx221
x221

H1T
21 (z

′) .

This evolution equation is identical to the one for flavor
non-singlet helicity distribution, which has been solved

analytically in [48]. In fact, it is also identical to the
evolution equation for the QCD Reggeon [81–86]. Plug-
ging the solution for the polarized dipole amplitudes into
the TMD definition Eq. (6) yields the small-x asymptotic
form of

hS1T (x, k
2
⊥) ∼ h⊥S

1T (x, k2⊥) ∼ x

(

1

x

)

√
2αsNc/π

. (9)

This shows that the flavor singlet transversity and pret-
zelosity TMDs have the same small-x asymptotic behav-
iors as their flavor non-singlet counterparts [14]. This
makes sense physically, as these two TMDs are chiral-
odd, and have no gluon counterpart to mix with in the
flavor singlet sector1.
Boer-Mulders and transverse worm-gear Finally, we

study the last two chiral-odd TMDs, the time-reversal-
odd (T-odd) Boer-Mulders function, h⊥1 , and the trans-
verse worm-gear, h⊥1L. Taking the small-x limit of the
operator definition for the Boer-Mulders function yields
[13]

ky
MP

h⊥S
1 (x, k2⊥) =

ixNc

π3

∫

d2x10
d2k1⊥
(2π)3

(10)

× ei(k1
+k)·x

10

k21⊥k
2
⊥

(

1

k21⊥
+

1

k2⊥

)

1
∫

Λ2

s

dz

z

×
{

[2 (S · k1) (S · k)− (k1 · k)] (x10 × S)H1
10(z)

+ [(S × k1) (S · k) + (S · k1) (S × k)] (x10 · S)H2
10(z)

}

,

where the TMD is expressed in terms of two polarized
dipole amplitudes H1 and H2 which are dominated by
polarized quark exchanges in the massless quark limit.
These operators are also analogous to the Reggeon ex-
change, just like those found in the transversity and pret-
zelosity TMDs. Finally, for the transverse worm-gear
TMD, h⊥1L, one obtains an expression in terms of essen-
tially the same polarized dipole amplitudes as those en-
tering h⊥1 , with identical evolution equations for each set
of polarized dipole amplitudes. The evolution of these
dipoles is exactly the same as for the corresponding fla-
vor non-singlet TMDs [14], and can be solved analyti-
cally [13], yielding an oscillatory solution that ultimately
brings no O(

√
αs) corrections to the näıve scaling:

h⊥S
1 (x≪ 1, k2⊥) ∼ h⊥S

1L (x≪ 1, k2⊥) ∼
(

1

x

)0

. (11)

Once again, we find that these two chiral-odd TMDs have
identical asymptotics for both the flavor singlet and flavor

1 We thank Feng Yuan for making this connection.
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non-singlet sectors [13, 14] as there is no corresponding
gluon TMD to mix with.
Conclusions We have studied the small-x asymp-

totics of the six leading-twist, flavor singlet quark TMDs
which contain dependence on the transverse spin of either
the quark or the parent hadron. In particular, these in-
clude the Sivers function, f⊥

1T , the transverse worm-gear,
g1T , the Boer-Mulders function, h⊥1 , the helicity worm-
gear, h1L, the transversity, h1T , and the pretzelosity, h⊥1T .
We have obtained the expressions for all the six TMDs in
terms of polarized dipole amplitudes, which are modifica-
tions of the well-known small-x eikonal dipole scattering
amplitudes that encode spin dependence in the parton-
target interaction by including energy-suppressed sub-
eikonal and sub-sub-eikonal operators into new polarized
Wilson lines. Furthermore, we have obtained small-x
evolution equations for all of these polarized dipole am-
plitudes. All of these equations close in the linearized
large-Nc limit, and we have solved them by further tak-
ing the DLA. The DLA equations can be implemented
numerically, and in conjunction with the leading scaling
behavior of the TMDs obtained here, are ready for appli-
cation in both global analysis and for making predictions
and impact studies of future EIC data.
We have collected the small-x asymptotic scaling of all

eight leading-twist flavor singlet quark TMDs into Ta-
ble I, from which we can see several interesting patterns
emerge. Going left to right through Table I, from unpo-
larized to longitudinally and then transversely polarized
quark, one sees that the scaling becomes more and more
energy suppressed similarly to the näıve scaling of the
TMDs.
Going column by column, we consider the unpolarized

quark distributions, f1 and f⊥
1T . The unpolarized quark

TMD is a näıve T-even function, and its flavor singlet
term comes from the eikonal dipole scattering amplitude,
growing much faster than the flavor non-singlet contribu-
tion corresponding to the Reggeon. The Sivers function,
on the other hand, is a näıve T-odd function and has a
dominant eikonal contribution only in the C-odd flavor
non-singlet sector. The flavor singlet contribution is ac-
tually sub-leading at small-x, the exact opposite of the
usual hierarchy found in small-x QCD. This is because
usual small-x resummation involves C-even Pomeron ex-
changes, while the leading contributions to the Sivers
function are C-odd and thus sensitive to the imbalance
of quarks and anti-quarks given by the flavor non-singlet
sector.

The second column consists of the quark helicity and
transverse worm-gear TMDs. Here, we find the expected
result that the flavor singlet contributions grow faster
than the flavor non-singlet counterparts and the polar-
ized dipole amplitudes and evolution equations are very
similar between the two flavor singlet TMDs. The TMDs
in the first two columns grow faster at small x than the
TMDs in the third column, so comparisons to lattice mo-

ments in the first two columns might be more fruitful
than those in the third column in terms of testing the
small-x behavior of the TMDs.
Finally, in the third column, we have the Boer-Mulders

function, the helicity worm-gear, the transversity, and
the pretzelosity. There are two notable patterns in this
column, firstly the small-x asymptotic scaling for all four
TMDs in this column is the same in both the flavor sin-
glet and flavor non-singlet sectors. Physically, this fea-
ture is due to the fact that these TMDs are all chiral-odd
and thus have no gluon TMD to mix with under evolu-
tion. It is important to note that bringing in contribu-
tions from finite quark mass, mf , would allow for po-
tential mf/kT -suppressed contributions, which are sub-

eikonal and therefore possibly parametrically compara-
ble to the contributions considered here. We leave a de-
tailed study of these quark-mass corrections to future
work. The second pattern we observe is that the TMDs
which are “off-diagonal” in spin – the Boer-Mulders func-
tion, which encodes transversely polarized quarks in an
unpolarized target, and the helicity worm-gear which en-
codes transversely polarized quarks in a longitudinally
polarized hadron – receive no O(

√
αs) corrections to

their näıve asymptotic scaling. Here, for the flavor sin-
glet TMDs, we see that this only holds when the quark
transverse polarization is probed. However, for the fla-
vor non-singlet sector, this pattern extends to all of the
“off-diagonal” TMDs [14].
In order to move toward high-precision predictions,

one must relax various approximations that were made
in deriving the evolution equations. Initial steps
have already been taken in the case of the quark
(and gluon) helicity TMDs, such as the generaliza-
tion of the equations to the large-Nc&Nf Veneziano
limit [2] as well as studies of the sub-leading single
logarithmic corrections to the evolution [67]. There
has also been work on the generalization to all
Nc values to obtain a Jalilian-Marian-Iancu-McLerran-
Weigert-Leodinov-Kovner (JIMWLK) type equation [87–
91] including sub-eikonal operators needed for helicity-
dependent insertions within the Wilson lines, as has been
studied in [58, 60]. In order to implement these equa-
tions for full phenomenological applications and global
analyses, one also requires the dipole amplitudes which
contribute to the gluon TMDs at small-x and their cor-
responding evolution equations. These developments are
all important topics for future work.
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I. CONVENTIONS

Throughout this work we make use of light-cone coordinates u = (u+ = x0 + x3, u− = u0 − u3, u), labelling the
transverse part of a four-vector u as u except in the case of an integral measure, where it will be denoted as u⊥, and
in the case of the quark transverse momentum argument of a TMD, where we will use the conventional label kT . The
polarized dipole amplitudes which give the small-x piece of the TMDs are given by eikonal light cone Wilson lines

Vx[x
−
f , x

−
i ] = P exp







ig

2

x−

f
∫

x−

i

dx−A+(0+, x−, x)






, (1)

which resum an infinite number of eikonal gluon exchanged between the quark anti-quark dipole and the target [1].
Here P is a path ordering operator acting on the gauge fields. Finally, we will make use of double angle brackets to

account for the powers of energy which accompany the various polarized dipole amplitudes as
〈〈

...
〉〉

n
= (zs)n 〈...〉

for a dipole amplitude with the quark carrying momentum fraction z and having s as the center of mass energy for
scattering with the target.
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II. SIVERS AND WORM-GEAR G TMDS

The operators entering the polarized dipole amplitudes for the Sivers function and the worm-gear G function are
[2]:

V i
x =

p+1
4 s

∞
∫

−∞

dz− Vx[∞, z−]
[

~Di
x − ~D

i

x

]

Vx[z
−,−∞] , (2a)

V
[2]
x;k,k

1

=
i p+1
8 s

∞
∫

−∞

dz− Vx[∞, z−]
[

( ~Di
x − ~D

i

x)
2 − (ki1 − ki)2

]

Vx[z
−,−∞] (2b)

− g2 p+1
4 s

∞
∫

−∞

dz−1

∞
∫

z−

1

dz−2 Vx[∞, z−2 ] t
b ψβ(z

−
2 , x)U

ba
x [z−2 , z

−
1 ]

[

γ+

2

]

αβ

ψ̄α(z
−
1 , x) t

a Vx[z
−
1 ,−∞] ,

V mag
x =

i g p+1
2 s

∞
∫

−∞

dz− Vx[∞, z−]F 12 Vx[z
−,−∞] (2c)

− g2 p+1
4 s

∞
∫

−∞

dz−1

∞
∫

z−

1

dz−2 Vx[∞, z−2 ] t
b ψβ(z

−
2 , x)U

ba
x [z−2 , z

−
1 ]

[

γ+γ5

2

]

αβ

ψ̄α(z
−
1 , x) t

a Vx[z
−
1 ,−∞] .

Here ψ, ψ̄ are the background quark and anti-quark fields, and our right- and left-acting fundamental covariant

derivatives are defined by ~Di = ~∂i − igAi, ~D
i
= ~∂i + igAi.

The polarized dipole amplitudes entering the Sivers function are defined in terms of Eq. (2) as

FS i
w,ζ(z) =

1

2Nc

∑

f

Re
〈〈

T tr
[

Vζ V
i †
w

]

+Ttr
[

V i
w V

†
ζ

] 〉〉

1
, (3a)

F
S [2]
w,ζ (z) =

1

2Nc

∑

f

Im
〈〈

T tr
[

Vζ V
[2] †
w;k,k

1

]

− Ttr
[

V
[2]
w;k,k

1

V †
ζ

] 〉〉

1
, (3b)

FSmag
w,ζ (z) =

1

2Nc

∑

f

Re
〈〈

T tr
[

Vζ V
mag †
w

]

+Ttr
[

V mag
w V †

ζ

] 〉〉

1
, (3c)

then integrated over impact parameter to obtain
∫

d2b⊥F
i
10 = ǫij Sj

P x
2
10 FA(x

2
10, z) + xi10 x10 × SP FB(x

2
10, z) + ǫij xj10 x10 · SP FC(x

2
10, z), (4a)

∫

d2b⊥F
[2]
10 = x10 × SP F

[2](x210, z), (4b)

∫

d2b⊥F
mag
10 = x10 · SP Fmag(x

2
10, z). (4c)

For the worm-gear G function, the polarized dipole amplitudes are defined similarly as

GS i
T w,ζ(z) =

1

2Nc

∑

f

Im
〈〈

Ttr
[

Vζ V
i †
w

]

+Ttr
[

V i
w V

†
ζ

] 〉〉

1
, (5a)

G
S [2]
T w,ζ(z) =

1

2Nc

∑

f

Re
〈〈

T tr
[

Vζ V
[2] †
w;k,k

1

]

− Ttr
[

V
[2]
w;k,k

1

V †
ζ

] 〉〉

1
, (5b)

GSmag
T w,ζ (z) =

1

2Nc

∑

f

Im
〈〈

T tr
[

Vζ V
mag †
w

]

+Ttr
[

V mag
w V †

ζ

] 〉〉

1
, (5c)

and their impact parameter integrated forms are the same as given in Eq. (4).
The large-Nc, linearized, DLA small-x equations for the four dipole amplitudes which give nontrivial contributions

to the Sivers function are:
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FS
A (x210, z) = F

S(0)
A (x210, z) +

αs

4π

z
∫

Λ2

s

dz′

z′

z
z′

x2

10
∫

max{x2
10

, 1

z′s
}

dx221
x221

[

4FS
A (x221, z

′) + 2FS
B (x221, z

′) + 2FS
C (x221, z

′)
]

(6a)

FS
B (x210, z) = F

S(0)
B (x210, z) +

αs

4π

z
∫

Λ2

s

dz′

z′

z

z′
x2

10
∫

max{x2
10

, 1

z′s
}

dx221
x221

(6b)

×
[

2FS
A(x

2
21, z

′)− FS
B (x221, z

′) + 3FS
C (x221, z

′)− 2FS mag(x221, z
′)
]

FS
C (x210, z) = F

S(0)
C (x210, z) (6c)

FS mag(x210, z) = FS mag(0)(x210, z) +
αs

4π

z
∫

max

{

Λ2

s
, 1

sx2
10

}

dz′

z′

x2

10
∫

1

z′s

dx221
x221

(6d)

×
[

2ΓS mag(x210, x
2
21, z

′) + 4ΓS
A(x

2
10, x

2
21, z

′)− 2ΓS
A(x

2
10, x

2
21, z

′) + 6ΓS
A(x

2
10, x

2
21, z

′)
]

+
αs

4π

z
∫

max
{

Λ2

s
, 1

z′s

}

dz′

z′

z
z′

x2

10
∫

1

z′s

dx221
x221

[

2FS mag(x221, z
′) + 2FS

A (x221, z
′)− FS

B (x221, z
′) + 3FS

C (x221, z
′)
]

,

and the corresponding neighbor dipole amplitude equations

ΓS
A(x

2
10, x

2
21, z

′) = F
S(0)
A (x210, z

′) +
αs

4π

z′
x2
21

x2
10

∫

Λ2

s

dz′′

z′′

z′

z′′
x2

21
∫

max{x2
10

, 1

z′′s
}

dx232
x232

(7a)

×
[

4FS
A(x

2
32, z

′′) + 2FS
B(x

2
32, z

′′) + 2FS
C (x

2
32, z

′′)
]

ΓS
B(x

2
10, x

2
21, z

′) = F
S(0)
B (x210, z

′) +
αs

4π

z′
x2
21

x2
10

∫

Λ2

s

dz′′

z′′

z′

z′′
x2

21
∫

max{x2
10

, 1

sz′′
}

dx232
x232

(7b)

×
[

2FS
A(x

2
32, z

′′)− FS
B (x232, z

′′) + 3FS
C (x232, z

′′)− 2FS mag(x232, z
′′)
]

ΓS
C(x

2
10, x

2
21, z

′) = F
S(0)
C (x210, z

′) (7c)

ΓS mag(x210, x
2
21, z

′) = FS mag(0)(x210, z
′) +

αs

4π

z′
x2
21

x2
10

∫

max

{

Λ2

s
, 1

sx2
10

}

dz′′

z′′

min{x2

10
,x2

21

z′

z′′
}

∫

1

z′′s

dx232
x232

(7d)

×
[

2ΓS mag(x210, x
2
32, z

′′) + 4ΓS
A(x

2
10, x

2
32, z

′′)− 2ΓS
A(x

2
10, x

2
32, z

′′) + 6ΓS
A(x

2
10, x

2
32, z

′′)
]

+
αs

4π

z′
x2
21

x2
10

∫

max
{

Λ2

s
, 1

z′′s

}

dz′′

z′′

z′

z′′
x2

21
∫

1

z′′s

dx232
x2232

[

2FS mag(x232, z
′′) + 2FS

A(x
2
32, z

′′)− FS
B (x232, z

′′) + 3FS
C (x232, z

′′)
]

.

The four dipole amplitudes entering the worm-gear g1T TMD obey the same equations.
The resulting best fit parameters from the numerical solution are collected in Table I. A word of caution is ap-
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Dipole Amplitudes Intercept (α) Frequency (ω) Phase (φ)

FS
A 2.821 ± 0.002 0.211 ± 0.003 1.88± 0.01

FS
B 2.887 ± 0.007 0.197 ± 0.003 2.90± 0.02

FS mag 2.888 ± 0.006 0.179 ± 0.002 0.29± 0.02

TABLE I: Continuum limit extraction of the parameters of the oscillating ansatz used to describe the polarized dipole
amplitudes of Sivers and Worm-Gear G TMDs

propriate for interpreting the uncertainties of Table I. The continuum limit (by which we mean asymptotically large
ln(zs/Λ2) and an infinitely fine grid in both ln(zs/Λ2) and ln(zx210/Λ

2) depends on the model used to fit the numerical
extractions. The uncertainties in Table I are the statistical errors from the resulting best-fit model, but when we
adjust the model the intercept can change by about 0.1.

III. TRANSVERSITY AND PRETZELOCITY TMDS

The polarized dipole amplitudes entering the transversity TMD and pretzelosity TMDs are defined in terms of the
following operators

V T
x ≡ g2 (p+1 )

2

16 s2

∞
∫

−∞

dz−1

∞
∫

z−

1

dz−2 Vx[∞, z−2 ] t
b ψβ(z

−
2 , x)U

ba
x [z−2 , z

−
1 ]

[

[

iγ5S · ~Dx − S × ~Dx

]

γ+γ− (8a)

+
[

iγ5S ·Dx − S ×Dx

]

γ−γ+
]

αβ

ψ̄α(z
−
1 , x) t

a Vx[z
−
1 ,−∞],

V T⊥
x ≡ − g2 (p+1 )

2

16 s2

∞
∫

−∞

dz−1

∞
∫

z−

1

dz−2 Vx[∞, z−2 ] tb ψβ(z
−
2 , x)U

ba
x [z−2 , z

−
1 ]

[

[

iS · ~Dx − γ5S × ~Dx

]

γ+γ− (8b)

+
[

iS ·Dx − γ5S ×Dx

]

γ−γ+
]

αβ

ψ̄α(z
−
1 , z1) t

a Vx[z
−
1 ,−∞].

These enter the polarized dipole amplitudes for the transversity TMD as [3]

H1T,S
10 (z) ≡ 1

2Nc
Im

〈〈

T tr
[

V0 V
T †
1

]

− T tr
[

V †
0 V

T
1

] 〉〉

2
, (9a)

H2T,S
10 (z) ≡ 1

2Nc
Re

〈〈

Ttr
[

V0 V
T⊥†
1

]

+Ttr
[

V †
0 V

T⊥
1

] 〉〉

2
, (9b)

which we integrate over impact parameter to obtain
∫

d2b⊥H
1T,S(x10, z) = H1T,S

10 (z) (10a)

∫

d2b⊥H
2T,S(x10, z) = H2T,S

10 (z). (10b)

We can similarly define the polarized dipole amplitudes entering the pretzelosity TMD as

H1⊥,S
10 (z) ≡ 1

2Nc
Im

〈〈

T tr
[

V0 V
T †
1

]

− Ttr
[

V †
0 V

T
1

] 〉〉

2
, (11a)

H2⊥,S
10 (z) ≡ 1

2Nc
Re

〈〈

T tr
[

V0 V
T⊥†
1

]

+Ttr
[

V †
0 V

T⊥
1

] 〉〉

2
, (11b)

which we integrate over impact parameter to obtain
∫

d2b⊥H
1⊥,S(x10, z) = H1⊥,S

10 (z) (12a)

∫

d2b⊥H
2⊥,S(x10, z) = H2⊥,S

10 (z). (12b)
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In the large-Nc limit, the dipole amplitudes H1T,S , H2T,S , H1⊥,S , H2⊥,S each satisfy the following coupled pair of
equations:

H1T,S(x210, z) = H1T,S (0)(x210, z) +
αsNc

2π

z
∫

Λ2

s

dz′

z′

x2

10
z/z′

∫

1/z′s

dx221
x221

H1T,S(x221, z
′) (13a)

+
αsNc

2π

z
∫

max{1/x2
10

,Λ2}/s

dz′

z′

x2

10
∫

1/z′s

dx221
x221

[

H1T,S(x221, z
′)− Γ1T,S(x210, x

2
21, z

′)
]

,

Γ1T,S(x210, x
2
21, z

′) = Γ1T,S (0)(x210, x
2
21, z

′) +
αsNc

2π

z′

∫

Λ2

s

dz′′

z′′

x2

21
z′/z′′

∫

1/z′′s

dx232
x232

H1T,S(x232, z
′′) (13b)

+
αsNc

2π

z′

∫

max{1/x2
10

,Λ2}/s

dz′′

z′′

min{x2

10
,x2

21
z′/z′′}

∫

1/z′′s

dx232
x232

[

H1T,S(x232, z
′′)− Γ1T,S(x210, x

2
32, z

′′)
]

.

In order to determine the high-energy asymptotic solution of Eqs. (13), we make the changes of variables [4–8],

η(n) =

√

αsNc

2π
ln
z(n)s

Λ2
, sij =

√

αsNc

2π
ln

1

x2ijΛ
2

and ζ
(n)
ij = η(n) − sij , (14)

where the superscript, (n), represents any number of primes, i.e. η, η′ and η′′. Then, it is convenient to express the
dipole amplitudes from Eqs. (13) such that

H1T,S(x210, z) → H1T,S(ζ10, η) and Γ1T,S(x210, x
2
21, z

′) → Γ1T,S(s10, ζ
′
21, η

′) , (15)

which turns the evolution equations (13) into

H1T,S(ζ10, η) = H1T,S (0)(ζ10, η) +

ζ10
∫

0

dξ

η
∫

max{0,η−ζ10+ξ}

dη′
[

H1T,S(ξ, η′)− Γ1T,S(s10, ξ, η
′)
]

(16a)

+

ζ10
∫

0

dξ

η
∫

0

dη′H1T,S(ξ, η′) ,

Γ1T,S(s10, ζ
′
21, η

′) = H1T,S (0)(η′ − s10, η
′) +

ζ′

21
∫

0

dξ

η′

∫

max{0,ξ+s10}

dη′′
[

H1T,S(ξ, η′′)− Γ1T,S(s10, ξ, η
′′)
]

(16b)

+

ζ′

21
∫

0

dξ

η′

∫

0

dη′′H1T,S(ξ, η′′) .

Then, we solve the evolution equations of this form in the Mellin space, considering three separate cases: (i) x210 ≤ 1
Λ2 ,

(ii) 1
Λ2 < x210 ≤ x221z

′s/Λ2 and (iii) x221z
′s < x210Λ

2. Ultimately, all the cases result in the same conclusion, that the
neighbor dipole amplitude behaves the same way as the ordinary dipole counterpart whose transverse size is determined
by the transverse scale, x21, typically characterizing the former’s lifetime. This allows us to rewrite Eq. (16a) as

H1T,S(ζ10, η) = H1T,S (0)(ζ10, η) +

ζ10
∫

0

dξ

η
∫

0

dη′H1T,S(ξ, η′) , (17)
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that is, the first integral on the right-hand side vanished. Equivalent to Eq. (11) in the main text, this evolution equa-
tion is identical to the one for flavor-nonsinglet helicity distribution, which has been shown in [9] to yield asymptotic
solution,

H1T,S(ζ10, η) ∼ e2
√
ηζ10 , (18)

at large ηζ10 = αsNc

2π ln zs
Λ2 ln

(

zsx210
)

. This asymptotic solution dominates the inhomogeneous term, which usually
grows at most linearly in ζ10 and η. In terms of the TMDs, we have the small-x asymptotic form,

hS1T (x, k
2
⊥) ∼ h⊥S

1T (x, k2⊥) ∼ x

(

1

x

)

√
2αsNc/π

, (19)

c.f. Eq. (12) in the main text. This implies that the flavor singlet transversity and pretzelosity TMDs have the same
small-x asymptotic behaviors as their flavor non-singlet counterparts [3].

IV. BOER-MULDERS AND WORM-GEAR H TMDS

The Boer-Mulders and worm-gear H TMDs both contain the operators given in Eq. (8). For the Boer-Mulders
TMD the polarized dipole amplitudes are defined as [3]

H1
10(z) ≡

1

2Nc
Im

〈〈

T tr
[

V0 V
T †
1

]

− T tr
[

V †
0 V

T
1

] 〉〉

2
, (20a)

H2
10(z) ≡

1

2Nc
Re

〈〈

T tr
[

V0 V
T⊥†
1

]

+Ttr
[

V †
0 V

T⊥
1

] 〉〉

2
, (20b)

which when integrated over impact parameter yield the form
∫

d2b⊥H
1
10(z) = (x10 × S)H1(x210, z), (21a)

∫

d2b⊥H
2
10(z) = (x10 · S)H2(x210, z). (21b)

The similar amplitudes which enter the worm-gear H TMD are

Hl110(z) =
1

2Nc

∑

f

Re
〈〈

Ttr
[

V0 V
T †
1

]

− T tr
[

V †
0 V

T
1

] 〉〉

2
, (22a)

Hl210(z) =
1

2Nc

∑

f

Im
〈〈

T tr
[

V0 V
T⊥†
1

]

+Ttr
[

V †
0 V

T⊥
1

] 〉〉

2
. (22b)

These amplitudes integrate over impact parameter to give the same form as in Eq. (21).
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