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Abstract

We report a study of the determination of the in-
trinsic transverse momentum of partons, the intrinsic
kT , from the dilepton transverse momentum pT in
Drell-Yan (DY) production at hadron colliders. The
result shows that a good sensitivity to the intrin-
sic kT distribution is achieved by measuring relative
ratios between the cross sections of suitably defined
low-pT and high-pT regions. The study is performed
through both a pseudo-data test and an extraction
from measurements of the DY process by the CMS
collaboration. Since the methodology does not rely
on any dedicated partition of bins, this pT -ratio ob-
servable requires less special treatment in very low pT
regions, and propagates lower systematic uncertain-
ties induced from unfolding or momentum migration,
in contrast with previous proposals of using a fine-
binning measurement of the differential cross section.

1 Introduction

Measurements of transverse momentum spectra of
electroweak bosons via Drell-Yan (DY) lepton-pair
production [1] are at the core of many aspects of the
physics program at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC),
ranging from precision determinations of Standard
Model parameters in the strong and electroweak sec-
tors, to non-perturbative features of hadron structure
and transverse momentum dependent (TMD) parton
distribution functions [2].
Recent applications of DY transverse momentum

measurements include the determination of the strong
coupling from perturbative Quantum Chromody-
namics (QCD) predictions matched with resumma-
tion [3, 4]; the extraction of TMD parton distribu-
tions both in analytic-resummation [5–8] and parton-
branching [9] approaches; the modeling of TMD con-
tributions in soft-collinear effective theory [10]; the
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determination of intrinsic-kT parameters in the tun-
ing of Monte Carlo event generators [11].

A common thread in these applications is that
high-precision measurements of the low transverse-
momentum region (ΛQCD ∼<pT (ll) ≪ m(ll), where
pT and m are the dilepton’s transverse momentum
and invariant mass) with fine binning in pT will im-
prove our ability to unravel QCD dynamics, involv-
ing multiple soft-gluon emissions as well as the non-
perturbative intrinsic transverse motion of partons.
See for instance the role of fine-binned pT (ll) measure-
ments in the context of analytic-resummation stud-
ies [12] and parton-branching studies [13].

However, recent measurements of the DY process
by the ATLAS [14] and CMS [15] collaborations indi-
cate that such fine-binned treatments require an ex-
tremely delicate control of systematic uncertainties.
Experimentally, the determination of the low-pT (ll)
fine-binned structure is challenging. Under these cir-
cumstances, it becomes important to assess the ca-
pabilities of methodologies which do not require the
fine-binned measurement of pT (ll) distributions, and
rather rely on coarse-grained binning.

In this paper we explore one such methodology,
by studying the intrinsic kT determination in TMD
parton distributions from the measurement of pp →
Z/γ → l+l− in the region 0 < pT (ll) < pT,max (with
pT,max small compared to m(ll)) based on coarse-
grained partitions of this region. We subdivide the
pT region into two bins with separation momentum
ps, pT < ps and pT > ps, and investigate the sensi-
tivity to the intrinsic kT distribution from measur-
ing the ratio between the low pT (ll) cross section
(predominantly sensitive to TMD dynamics and re-
summed soft-parton radiation) and the high pT (ll)
cross section (predominantly sensitive to fixed-order
hard-parton radiation) as a function of varying ps.
We study the role of bin-to-bin migration effects on
the pT ratio. Although the high pT (ll) cross section
is not sensitive to intrinsic kT , it acts as a reference
in the relative ratio between the strength of the in-
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trinsic kT and fixed-order contribution. We find that
the intrinsic kT can be determined by measuring its
overall strength through the pT -ratio instead of mea-
suring the low pT (ll) differential cross section. This
conclusion is relevant, from a practical viewpoint, in
order to achieve a good determination of intrinsic kT
from analyses of experimental data with reduced sys-
tematic uncertainties. We illustrate this methodology
by presenting an extraction of intrinsic kT from DY
pT (ll) measurements by the CMS collaboration [16].

To perform this study, we use the parton branch-
ing (PB) approach [17, 18] to TMD evolution. This
approach provides the basis for including TMD dis-
tributions in parton shower Monte Carlo calculations,
and has been shown to give a consistent description
of DY pT spectra [9] as well as of the multiple-jet
structure associated with DY production [19]. At
inclusive level, it can be related to the evolution of
collinear parton distribution functions (PDF), and
correctly describes deep-inelastic scattering structure
functions [20]. Given the wide applicability of the PB
TMD approach, this provides a useful framework to
assess the performance of the pT -ratio methodology.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we
briefly review the PB TMD approach. In Sect. 3, we
propose the pT -ratio as a new observable and method-
ology for studies of TMD dynamics. The sensitivity of
the pT -ratio to the intrinsic kT distribution is investi-
gated with a pseudo-data sample, and is compared to
that from the fine-binning structure of the low-pT (ll)
differential cross section. In Sect. 4, we apply the
methodology to the pT (ll) distribution measured by
the CMS collaboration [16] at 13 TeV across a wide
range in DY mass from 50 GeV to 1 TeV. We give
conclusions in Sect. 5.

2 PB TMD method

In this section we briefly describe the main features
of the PB approach [17, 18, 20] which will be used
for the analysis in this work. We first recall the PB
evolution equations; then we discuss the intrinsic-kT
distribution, the soft-gluon resolution scale, the treat-
ment of the strong coupling, and the application of
the method to the computation of DY pT distribu-
tions.

We consider the TMD parton distribution of par-
ton flavor a, Aa(x,k, µ

2), as a function of the lon-
gitudinal momentum fraction x, the transverse mo-
mentum k and the evolution scale µ. According to
Refs. [18, 20], the distributions Aa(x,k, µ

2) fulfill evo-

lution equations of the form

Aa(x,k, µ
2) = ∆a(µ

2, µ2
0)Aa(x,k, µ

2
0)

+
∑
b

ˆ
d2µ′

πµ′2

ˆ
dz Eab[∆;P (R); Θ]

× Ab(x/z,k+ (1− z)µ′, µ′2) , (2.1)

where ∆a(µ
2, µ2

0) is the Sudakov form factor and
Eab are the evolution kernels, which are specified in
Ref. [18] as functionals of the Sudakov form factors
∆a, of the real-emission splitting functions PR

ab, and of
phase space constraints collectively denoted by Θ in
Eq. (2.1). The functions that appear in the evolution
kernels are perturbatively computable as power series
expansions in the strong coupling αs. The explicit
expressions of these expansions for all flavor channels
are given to two-loop order in Ref. [18].

The evolution in Eq. (2.1) is expressed in terms of
two branching variables, z and µ′: z is the longitudi-
nal momentum transfer at the branching, controlling
the rapidity of the parton emitted along the branch-
ing chain; µ′ =

√
µ′2 is the mass scale at which the

branching occurs, and is related to the branching’s
kinematic variables according to the ordering condi-
tion. It is worth noting that the double evolution in
rapidity and mass for TMD distributions can also be
formulated in a CSS [21, 22], rather than PB, ap-
proach — see e.g. [12, 23, 24]. A study of the re-
lationship of the PB Sudakov evolution kernel with
the CSS formalism is performed in [25, 26]. Eq. (2.1)
is obtained for the case of angular ordering [27–29],
which gives µ′ = q⊥/(1− z), where q⊥ is the emitted
parton’s transverse momentum. The angular-ordered
branching is motivated by the treatment of the end-
point region in the TMD case [18, 30].

The initial evolution scale in Eq. (2.1) is denoted by
µ0 (µ0 > ΛQCD), and is usually taken to be of order
1 GeV. The distribution Aa(x,k, µ

2
0) at scale µ0 in

the first term on the right hand side of Eq. (2.1) pro-
vides the intrinsic kT distribution. This is a nonper-
turbative boundary condition to the evolution equa-
tion, and may be determined from comparisons of
theory predictions to experimental data. In the cal-
culations of this paper, for simplicity we will parame-
terize Aa(x,k, µ

2
0), following previous applications of

the PB TMD method [9, 20], as

A0,b(x, k
2
T , µ

2
0) = f0,b(x, µ

2
0) (2.2)

× exp
(
−|k2T |/2σ2

)
/(2πσ2) ,

with the width of the Gaussian distribution given by
σ = qs/

√
2, independent of parton flavor and x, where

qs is the intrinsic-kT parameter.
The evolution kernels Eab and Sudakov form factors

∆a in Eq. (2.1) contain kinematic constraints which
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embody the phase space of the branchings along the
parton cascade. These can be described, using the
“unitarity” picture of QCD evolution [31], by sep-
arating resolvable and non-resolvable branchings in
terms of a resolution scale to classify soft-gluon emis-
sions [17]. (See e.g. [32] for a study of the interplay
of resolution scale with transverse momentum recoils
in parton showers.) Applications of the PB TMD
method can be carried out either by taking the soft-
gluon resolution scale to be a fixed constant value
close to the kinematic limit z = 1 or by allowing for
a running, µ′-dependent resolution (see, e.g., discus-
sions in [9, 29, 33]). In the computations of this paper,
we will take fixed resolution scale. This is the same as
what is done in the studies of Refs. [9, 13, 20], which
we will use as benchmarks.

The scale at which the strong coupling αs is to be
evaluated in Eq. (2.1) is a function of the branch-
ing variable. Two scenarios are commonly stud-
ied in PB TMD applications: i) αs = αs(µ

′2); ii)
αs = αs(q

2
⊥) = αs(µ

′2(1 − z)2). Case i) corresponds
to DGLAP evolution [34–36] , while case ii) corre-
sponds to angular ordering, e.g. CMW evolution [27,
28]. In Ref. [20], fits to precision deep inelastic scat-
tering HERA data [37] are performed for both scenar-
ios i) and ii), using the fitting platform xFitter [38,
39]. It is found that fits with good χ2 values can be
achieved in either case. Correspondingly, PB-NLO-
2018 Set1 (with the DGLAP-type αs(q

′2)) and PB-
NLO-2018 Set2 (with the angular-ordered CMW-type
αs(q

2
T )) are obtained.

On the other hand, it is found that PB-NLO-2018
Set2 provides a much better description, compared
to PB-NLO-2018 Set1, of measured Z/γ pT spectra
at the LHC [13] and in low-energy experiments [40],
and of di-jet azimuthal correlations near the back-to-
back region at the LHC [41, 42]. Further, it is shown
that a good description is also obtained for DY + jets
final-state distributions [19, 43–45]. We will there-
fore base the analysis of this work on PB-NLO-2018
Set2. As in [9, 20], the strong coupling is modeled
according to a “pre-confinement” picture [46, 47] as
αs = αs(max(q2c ,q

2
⊥)), where qc is a semi-hard scale,

taken to be qc = 1 GeV. The PB TMD sets are avail-
able from the TMDlib library [48, 49].

The calculation of DY production cross sections
in the PB TMD method proceeds as described in
Ref. [13]. NLO hard-scattering matrix elements are
obtained from the MadGraph5 aMC@NLO [50]
(hereafter, MCatNLO) event generator and matched
with TMD parton distributions and showers obtained
from PB evolution [17, 18, 20] and implemented in
the Cascade Monte Carlo event generator [51, 52],
using the subtractive matching procedure proposed

in [13] and further analyzed in [45]. In particular,
the Herwig6 [53, 54] subtraction terms are used
in MCatNLO, as they are based on the same an-
gular ordering conditions as the PB TMD distribu-
tions [45]. Final state parton showers are generated
from Pythia6.428 [55], including photon radiation.
Ref. [9] uses the approach described above to com-

pute theoretical results for DY transverse momentum
distributions, and to make a determination of the
intrinsic-kT parameter qs in Eq. (2.2) by performing
fits of the results to DY experimental measurements
of DY pT (ll) [16, 56–63]. The study [9] includes a de-
tailed treatment of statistical, correlated and uncor-
related uncertainties. The CMS data [16] at center of
mass energy

√
s = 13 TeV cover DY invariant masses

from 50 GeV to 1 TeV. The other data cover ener-
gies from 13 TeV down to 38 GeV. With the fitted qs
values [9], PB TMD distributions are thus obtained.
Further discussions of the PB TMD distributions [9]
are given in [64–67].

In the next section we will use Monte Carlo predic-
tions from the PB TMD method to explore the fea-
sibility of extracting intrinsic-kT distributions from
experimental measurements with coarse-grained bin-
ning in the low pT (ll) region.

3 Ratio of low and high pT bins

In this section we present the pT -ratio observable and
methodology for studies of TMD dynamics. We will
focus on the process pp → Z/γ → l+l− in the trans-
verse momentum region 0 < pT (ll) < pT,max, where
pT,max is taken to be small compared to the invariant
mass m(ll).

We construct PB TMD predictions for the DY
pT (ll) distribution, as described in the previous sec-
tion, from MCatNLO + Cascade Monte Carlo, with
initial-scale TMD distributions given in Eq. (2.2). To
explore the intrinsic-kT parameter space, we generate
7 template samples with different qs values using the
TMD grid files available on the TMDlib [48] website:
these are qs = 0.5 GeV (using the PB TMD set PB-
NLO-HERAI+II-2018-set2 [20]), qs = 0.59, 0.74, 0.89
GeV (using the set PB-NLO-HERAI+II-2023-set2-
qs=0.74 [9]), and qs = 0.96, 1.04, 1.12 GeV (using
the set PB-NLO-HERAI+II-2023-set2-qs=1.04 [9]).
We study the influence of the intrinsic-kT width by
examining the templates firstly in the full phase space
(later on we will consider an experimental fiducial
phase space). Results are shown in Fig. 1 over the
range pT (ll) < 20 GeV.

The pT (ll) shape in the rising part of the spec-
trum is altered by qs, with the peak position shifting
to higher pT when qs increases. However, the trend
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Figure 1: Transverse momentum distributions from the
template samples with different intrinsic kT Gaussian
width qs in full phase space. The ratio plot at the bottom
is made by taking the ratio to the distribution with qs =
0.89.

is mild, suggesting that the essential information on
the intrinsic kT width may be extracted from a well-
defined ratio between the low and high pT regions. To
this end, we introduce a momentum parameter ps to
separate the regions pT < ps and pT > ps, and con-
struct the 2-bin pT -ratio between the lower and higher
pT regions. The pT -ratio is defined from the integral
of event numbers in the relatively low (pL) and high
(pH) region, i.e., from the two-binned pT (ll),

pT−ratio = pL/pH . (3.1)

The uncertainty of the pT -ratio is obtained from prop-
agating statistical uncertainties in the low and high
pT bins, and is given by

σ2
pT−ratio = (p2Lσ

2
pH

+ p2Hσ2
pL
)/p4H . (3.2)

The 2-bin distribution and corresponding pT -ratio are
plotted, for the case of a given value ps = 3 GeV, in
Fig. 2. The fall-off of the pT -ratio with increasing
qs indicates that one may be able to extract TMD
parameters from this ratio instead of the complete
fine-binned pT shape, which results into a significant
advantage from the standpoint of controlling experi-
mental systematic uncertainties.
The separation momentum ps will play a critical

role in the qs extraction from the pT -ratio. TMD
sensitivity arises primarily from the low-pT region. If
ps is too low inside this region, a proportion of soft-
gluon splitting transverse momenta will be integrated
into the upper region, causing a loss of sensitivity
to TMD parameter determination. If, on the other
hand, ps is higher than the peak, the information on
low pT will tend to become undetectable.
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Figure 2: The 2-bin distribution of lower and higher pT
(outer) and the corresponding pT -ratio versus qs (inner).

We next perform a sensitivity test on both the fine-
binned pT and the pT -ratio. We test the former with
different bin width from 0.5 GeV to 3 GeV, to exam-
ine the potential of the fine-binned pT shape in ex-
tracting qs. We test the latter, on the other hand, fo-
cusing on the sensitivity change due to different choice
of ps. We shift ps from 1.5 GeV to 4 GeV to find an
optimal definition of the pT -ratio, as well as to ver-
ify whether it has statistically the same sensitivity as
the fine-binned pT shape. The pT (ll) greater than
10 GeV is expected to be ancillary in TMD perfor-
mance studies. In this test, we will consider pT,max =
10 GeV, 20 GeV, in a similar spirit to previous studies
of intrinsic-kT distributions (see e.g. Refs. [8, 9, 12]).

In this test, we choose the sample with qs = 0.89
as the pseudo-data, and extract qs with the PB TMD
replicas in the phase space with final-state lepton se-
lections pT (l

±) > 25 GeV and |η(l±)| < 2.4, in which
leptons are dressed with photons reconstructed within
∆R =

√
(∆η)2 + (∆ϕ)2 < 0.1. This is close to the

fiducial phase space in real experiments at ATLAS
and CMS. Sensitivity is represented by the fitting un-
certainty of qs. Each sample in PB TMD template
contains 100 million events. The fitting is performed
with least square method, in which the estimator χ2

is defined as

χ2 =
∑
ij

(mi − µi)C
−1
ij (mj − µj) (3.3)

with mi and µi being the observed and predicted
data point, respectively, and Cij the covariance ma-
trix. We consider uncorrelated statistical uncertain-
ties from the pseudo-data and template as the only
sources contributing to Cij , making it a diagonal ma-
trix. The fitting uncertainties in both cases are de-
picted in Fig. 3. The result indicates that the pT -ratio
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is as sensitive as the fine-binned pT shape.
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Figure 3: Uncertainties from binned pT and from pT -ratio.
The uncertainties from different bin widths of binned pT
are drawn in straight lines, while the uncertainties given
by pT -ratio are marked and smoothed by curves. The
abscissa of each marker is the corresponding ps.

In real experiments, momentum resolution causes
bin-to-bin migration. Since the migration effect is
a dominant systematic uncertainty, it is essential to
verify that such effect on the pT -ratio is not destruc-
tive. To study this, we apply a 3% resolution on the
four-momentum of the dressed leptons as

pµreco(l
±) = pµ(l±)× (1 + g) (3.4)

where g follows a Gaussian distribution G(0, 0.03).
The migration effect is illustrated in Fig. 4. It moves
the peak position to a higher pT value, which is a
similar trend as the qs effect. Also, owing to this
the optimal separation choice ps is different from the
non-migration scenario. If ps is defined correctly in
this case, we expect the behavior to be the same as
it is at truth level. We also note that in the bottom
plot in Fig. 4 the relative ratio for pT (ll) < 1 GeV is
smaller at the reco-level. This should result in a mild
decrease in sensitivity.

We now repeat the sensitivity test after the 3% en-
ergy resolution is applied to the dressed leptons. The
results are shown in Fig. 5. The uncertainties are
slightly larger than those in Fig. 3. Also, by compar-
ing the fitting uncertainties in the cases of fine-binned
pT (ll) and pT -ratio, we see that the decrease in sen-
sitivity due to the migration effect is similar. We are
led to conclude that the pT -ratio still has a good sen-
sitivity to the intrinsic kT , so that this methodology
can be applied directly in the experiments for TMD
performance studies.
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Figure 4: The pT (ll) distributions when the resolution ef-
fect is taken into account. The top plot shows the differ-
ence in the pT (ll) distribution before and after this effect.
The bottom plot shows the difference in the relative ratio
between the qs = 0.5 GeV and qs = 0.89 GeV cases.

4 Extraction of qs from pT -ratio

Having performed a test with pseudo-data in the pre-
vious section, in this section we move on to consider
a real experimental data analysis.

DY pT (ll) spectra are measured at the LHC with
bin widths equal to or greater than 1 GeV. Measuring
the fine-binned pT (ll) structure, on the other hand,
is challenging. Sizeable systematic uncertainties have
been reported in recent DY differential cross section
measurements [14, 15], with luminosity of approxi-
mately 36 fb−1 data collected in 2016, especially for
the pT (ll) < 2 GeV bins. This is due to the un-
certainties mostly induced from lepton efficiency and
momentum resolution. Moreover, since the bin-to-bin
correlation of the unfolding method uncertainties and
momentum migration uncertainties are negative, in-
creasing the bin numbers in such regions inevitably
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Figure 5: Uncertainties from binned pT and from pT -ratio
with 3% energy resolution applied.

increases these systematic uncertainties.
Given these difficulties in achieving finer binning in

the very low pT (ll) range, we next test the pT -ratio
methodology of the previous section, based on less
fine binning in the low-pT fiducial region, by applying
it to real experimental data. We emphasize that the
purpose of this study is not to carry out a precision
extraction of qs, but to perform a feasibility study for
the 2-bin pT -ratio in the context of TMD parameters
determination.
The CMS collaboration has measured the pT (ll)

distribution in a wide mass range from 50 GeV to 1
TeV, with a bin width of 1 GeV in the DY invariant
mass bin around the Z-boson mass [16]. This mea-
surement has been used for the determination of the
qs dependence on DY mass in Ref. [9]. We here per-
form an extraction of qs from this measurement us-
ing the pT -ratio, and compare the results with those
in Ref. [9]. Besides testing the feasibility of the pT -
ratio proposal with real data, we also aim to check
that the pT -ratio is not biased by the high-pT region,
where contributions from higher jet multiplicities are
important [19, 43].
The selections of the leptons are

• |η| < 2.4 for both lepton,

• pT > 25 GeV for leading lepton,

• pT > 20 GeV for subleading lepton.

We use dressed-level leptons, defined with ∆R < 0.1.
The scale uncertainties are treated as fully correlated,
and computed by varying the renormalization and
factorization scales by a factor of 2 separately, exclud-
ing the two extreme cases. Since the model-induced
statistical uncertainty is negligible comparing to the
experimental uncertainty, the final covariance matrix

Cij comprises total covariance matrix from experi-
ment and scale uncertainty:

Cij = Cmeas.
ij + σ

µR/F

i σ
µR/F

j (4.1)

The description of the CMS data by the theoretical
predictions is shown in Fig. 6. In our study, the pT (ll)
range is the same as in Ref. [9] – 6 GeV for the first
mll bin, 7 GeV for the second bin, and 8 GeV for the
rest. This limitation prevents the ratio from being
biased by the difference between prediction and data
in the higher pT region. The choice of ps is largely
restricted by the measurement, which affects the fi-
nal sensitivity, as is suggested in the sensitivity study
in Sect. 3. We stress that, if the pT -ratio is used
for TMD parameter extractions, the choice of the ps
value will need careful investigation. For our test in
this paper, ps is set to 2 GeV for all mDY bins.

Final results are reported in Fig. 7. For compari-
son, the statistical uncertainties and scale uncertain-
ties from data are considered, and compared to those
in the analysis [9]. The uncertainties labeled with
data at 68% confidence level are obtained from the
qs gap defined by χ2 = χ2

min + 1, and should be
compared with the uncertainties labeled with data in
Ref. [9]. Another source of uncertainties comes from
the choice of the pT range. In Ref. [9], this is esti-
mated by varying the numbers of bins in the fit. In
this study, we obtain it in the same way. For the
last two mDY bins, it is not estimated for the lack of
statistics. The result in every mDY region is consis-
tent with the previous result [9].

5 Conclusion

In this paper we propose the pT (ll)-ratio, which is de-
fined as the ratio of low and high transverse momen-
tum region of DY lepton pairs, as a sensitive observ-
able and methodology for the extraction of a TMD
parameter, the intrinsic kT Gaussian width qs. We
firstly review the basic idea of the parton branching
method for TMD evolution, and the calculation of
pT (ll) in the DY process. We then point out that
the sensitivity of the pT (ll) shape to the intrinsic kT
distribution actually lies in the shift of the spectrum
from low pT to high pT . This observation leads to the
proposal of the pT (ll)-ratio. We numerically test the
sensitivity of the pT -ratio to qs by comparing its sta-
tistical uncertainty with the same procedure on fine-
binning pT structure. The result shows that the pT -
ratio has comparable sensitivity to the fine-binned pT
shape.

The precision in the most sensitive pT (ll) regions in
real measurements at the LHC is largely restricted by
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Figure 6: Comparison of pT distributions from the PB TMD samples with CMS data [16] in five mll ranges. PB-NLO
TMD Set2 with qs = 0.5 GeV, 0.89 GeV and 1.12 GeV are shown in the figure, as well as the measured data. The
error bars represent the square root of the diagonal elements of the covariance matrix of model and data.

experimental systematic uncertainties. These make
the fine-binned pT structure difficult to access experi-
mentally, and point to the need to explore approaches
based on coarse-grained binning. The relative ratio of
low and high pT (ll) regions avoids the fine binning. In
this paper, we illustrate its effectiveness by extracting
qs from the pT -ratio in a wide invariant-mass range of
DY lepton pairs measured by the CMS collaboration
recently. Since the CMS pT is binned into 2 GeV (or 1
GeV), we can only conduct this test by rebinning the
distributions and covariance matrices, which means
we cannot arbitrarily choose the separation momen-
tum ps. Nevertheless, the result is consistent with
previous results obtained from the low-pT (ll) distri-
bution of DY lepton pairs as a function of invariant
mass, and has the same level of precision.

From this perspective, this methodology can be
tested in future studies by using more complex TMD
parameterization forms, or investigating extreme con-
ditions of very small or very large qs values, to make
sure the extraction is unbiased. It could be used in
forthcoming experiments for TMD performance stud-
ies, since it avoids the need to control large system-

atics in the low pT (ll) region. Unlike the extraction
from a pT distribution that has been already binned,
the pT -ratio requires a dedicated study of the separa-
tion momentum ps, affecting the sensitivity to TMD
parameters, for example along the lines of the pseudo-
data test carried out in this work.
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