arXiv:2503.24336v1 [hep-ph] 31 Mar 2025

PREPARED FOR SUBMISSION TO JHEP IPARCOS-UCM-25-021

Leading ¢;/() correction for Drell-Yan in TMD
factorization

Arturo Arroyo-Castro', Ignazio Scimemi?, Alexey Vladimirov®

Departamento de Fisica Tedrica & IPARCOS, Universidad Complutense de Madrid, E-28040 Madrid,
Spain

E-mail: arturarr@ucm.es, ignazios@ucm.es, alexeyvlQucm.es

ABSTRACT: The transverse momentum dependent (TMD) factorization theorem accommodates
various types of power corrections. Among them, the least studied are gr/Q corrections, which
become significant at large values of transverse momentum. These corrections partially originate
from higher-twist TMD distributions, which exhibit singularity at small transverse distances. We
propose a decomposition that reveals this singularity explicitly, and makes the ¢r/Q correction
manifest. As a concrete application, we consider the next-to-leading power correction for the
angular distributions in Drell-Yan, and determine the leading g7/@Q corrections. These corrections
are significant for the angular distributions A; and As, in complete agreement with the data.
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1 Introduction

The transverse momentum dependent (TMD) factorization theorem is a result of an expansion of the
cross-section in powers of a hard scale [1-3] and it plays a crucial role in describing collision processes
and understanding the structure of hadrons. The leading power (LP) term of the TMD factorization
approach successfully describes a wide range of observables across various energy scales [4, 5] and
it incorporates several twist-two TMD distributions, which are extracted from experimental data
(for the most recent determinations, see refs. [6-11]). Nevertheless, the LP approximation has its
limitations, mainly due to the constraint gr < @, where gr is the transverse momentum of the
probing particle and @ is its virtuality, so that power corrections must be added to improve our
comprehension. In this work, we investigate the structure of the next-to-leading power (NLP) term
in TMD factorization and identify the contributions that govern the leading gr behavior of the
cross-section.

Studies on power corrections to the TMD factorization theorem have advanced significantly
in recent years. There are several computations at the next-to-leading power (NLP) and at the
next-to-next-to-leading power (NNLP) [12-22]. Herewith, the NLP term is suppressed by 1/Q, the
NNLP term by 1/Q?, and so forth.

It is important to remark that the expansion in inverse powers of () is not the only defining
characteristic of a power correction term. The structure of power corrections in TMD factorization
is very involved due to the multi-dimensional nature of both observables and partonic distributions.



The factors of 1/Q can be accompanied by various kinematic scales, such as gr (the transverse
momentum of the probe), kr (the transverse momentum of the parton), M (the hadron mass), or
A (a generic hadronic scale). As a result, different types of power corrections become dominant in
specific kinematic regimes.

The factorized cross-section at NLP consists of two principal contributions

doNVP = dg PO 4 doBNLY, (1.1)

KPC is the contribution of kinematic power corrections (KPC), and do8“*F is the contri-

bution of genuine power corrections (gNLP). The terms with KPC are contain derivatives of TMD
distributions of twist-two, which introduce an explicit dependence on the (partonic) transverse
momentum k7, and thus are named kr/Q corrections. Arguably, KPC are the most significant,

where do

since they are responsible for the restoration of frame-invariance and transversality of the hadron
tensor. A detailed investigation of KPC is provided in ref. [23]. Genuine power corrections incor-
porate TMD distributions of twist-three, and therefore are dubbed as A/Q corrections. Theoretical
properties of twist-three TMD distributions are known [24], but currently only a little practical
information is available about them.

The decomposition in eq. (1.1) follows directly from the operator analysis [13, 16], and it clearly
misses g7 /Q terms, which form of the large-g7 asymptotic behavior (the so-called Y-term [1]). One
can guess that such corrections appear only at NNLP, where they are generated by the real-particles-
exchange diagrams. However, this is not the only source of such corrections. As we demonstrate in
this work, a gr/@Q contribution is hidden in the genuine power correction term.

The origin of the gr/Q behavior lies in the twist-three TMD distributions themselves. Higher-
twist TMD distributions are singular in the limit b — 0 (where b is the Fourier conjugate of kr) [24].
In momentum space this implies that they exhibit power-like growth as kr — oo. This singularity
generates terms that scale as ¢r/Q, instead of the expected A/Q, thereby spoiling a straightforward
power counting.

We propose here a decomposition/redefinition of twist-three TMD distributions® that explicitly
reveals this singularity and parametrizes it in terms of twist-two TMD distributions. We construct

@3=$3+S®¢27 (1.2)

where @35y is a TMD distribution of twist-three(-two), S is a perturbative kernel that contains the
singularity and ® is an integral convolution. The function ®3 is regular. Applying this decomposi-
tion, the cross-section, eq. (1.1), turns into

—~gNLP
doNLP — goKPC 4 g8 qldUL-TMD7 (1.3)

—~gNLP
where do* represents do®N“F with all twist-three distributions replaced by their regular parts

</I\>3, and do™ TP contains only distributions of twist-two. The label L-TMD refers to the term
“leading TMD approximation”, which we use here to refer to the terms S ® ®5, as these terms
describe the dominant behavior of TMD distributions at large transverse momentum. In eq. (1.3),
one can easily identify the power corrections of the type kr/Q, A/Q and ¢r/Q. Moreover, at

sufficiently large-Q (that is k7/Q, ¢r/Q > A/Q), the term EEgNLP can be neglected, while KPC
and L-TMD terms remain and provide a good approximation for observables.

In this work, we elaborate this scheme and we show an explicit case. For concreteness, we
consider the angular distribution of the Drell-Yan lepton pair produced by a neutral boson. This
observable serves as an ideal testing ground for studying of power corrections, since four angular

1The concept can be generalized to higher-twist cases as well.



distributions are generated at NLP. Moreover, these distributions have been measured at the LHC
[25-27] with sufficient precision to allow a meaningful comparison with theoretical expectations.

Angular distributions have been extensively studied from the perspective of collinear factoriza-
tion (i.e., at large and moderate ¢r), see the most recent works [28-34]. In contrast, there have
been only a few studies within the framework of TMD factorization approach (i.e., at low g¢r)
[15, 35-38]. In ref. [38], it was shown that (resummed) KPCs provide a good description of many
angular distributions (the ones with sufficiently precise measurements), with a notable exception
of the A; distribution, where the prediction is approximately twice as large as the measurement.
In this work, we show that this discrepancy arises from the gr/Q correction. After addition of the
gr/Q correction, the theoretical prediction agrees with the data.

This paper is structured as follows. In the sec. 2, we present the angular distributions derived
from the TMD factorization theorem at NLP. To derive it, we use the known results for the hadron
tensor taken from ref. [16], and presented in a re-structured from in sec. 2.1. The LP and NLP
for angular distributions are presented in sec. 2.2. The derivation of the L-TMD approximation is
done in sec. 3. We start from the general discussion of its construction in sec. 3.1, and proceed
with derivation of TMD distributions at LO in sections 3.2 and 3.3. In sec. 3.4, we apply this
approximation to the angular coefficients, derive the ¢r/Q correction and compare the result with
the data. For completeness, we collect the lepton tensor and the details about electro-weak structure
in appendices A and B.

2 TMD factorization for unpolarized DY at NLP
We consider the reaction of lepton pair production in the hadron-hadron collision
hi(p1) +ha(p2) = 7" /Z(@) + X — () + () + X, (2.1)

where the momenta of the respective particles are indicated in brackets. For simplicity, we assume
that the leptons and hadrons are massless, 12 = 2
of the Drell-Yan reaction has a non-trivial dependence on the helicity of vector boson, which can
be extracted from the azimuthal modulations of the lepton pair. The standard parametrization of
the angular structure is defined in the Collins-Soper frame [39] and is given by [40]

= p?, = 0, and unpolarized. The cross-section

1 — 3 cos? in? 2
do _ 3 d—a{(l—i-cosQH)—i— 3cos 0 sin“ 0 cos 2¢

167 Ag + sin 20 cos g A
d*qdQ 167w d'q B) 0 + sin 26 cos pA; + 5

+sin 0 cos pAs + cos 0 Ay + sin? 0 sin 2p A5 + sin 20 sin ¢ Ag + sin 0 sin ¢A7}

= 3_do Z Sn(ev d))Anv

167+ d4.
167 d q n=U,0,...,7

A, (22)

where A, are the angular distributions. Angular distributions A; exhibit a variety of properties
and structures with respect to electroweak and strong interaction (see, for instance, the synopsis in
ref. [32, 38]). In what follows, we derive the angular distributions in TMD factorization theorem at
NLP.

The differential cross-section of the DY reaction, eq. (2.1), expressed as a convolution of lepton
and hadron tensors is

QOlgm dSZ d?’l/ v *
Z LGG/, ;ngG/AG(Q)AG/ (Q) (23)

do=—" 55w
GG’

Here, aen = €2/47 is the QED coupling constant, s = (p; + p2)? is the center-of-mass energy,
the index G runs over the gauge boson type, and A¢ is the propagator of the corresponding gauge



boson. Note that although we consider neutral boson production, the results can be easily extended
to W-boson production by appropriately modifying the coupling constants and propagators in the
final formulas.

The dependence on the azimuthal angles of the lepton pair # and ¢ is entirely contained in the
lepton tensor, which can be written as

Lo = QY [ 258 D Su0.9)ew + 297" > S.0.6)28 |, (2.4)

n=U,0,1,2,5,6 n=3,4,7

where S,, are angular modulations that correspond to distributions A,, (they are given explicitly in
eq. (A.5)), and
lelel R_R L L

2320 = 209696 +9696) (2.5)
is the combination of electro-weak coupling constants for the lepton. The tensors ££ can be
expressed in terms of the vectors n, n and ¢, i.e. using the hadronic momenta, which greatly
simplifies the algebraic computation. The expressions for £/¥ were found in ref. [38], and are
summarized in the appendix A. Combining together the cross-section in eq. (2.3) and the lepton
tensor in eq. (2.4), one finds the coefficients of the angular decomposition in eq. (2.2),

do A Yn

Yu=— n=—"-. 2.6
U d4q7 ZU ( )
with
47Tagm v v T A%
5, = T Q) 7 WAL 6 A (27)
GG’

Next we derive the angular coefficients in TMD factorization, performing the following steps:
1. Computing the hadron tensor in TMD factorization.

2. Expressing the hadron tensor in terms of TMD distributions by substituting the parametriza-
tion of the TMD matrix elements.

3. Contracting hadron and lepton tensors, and integrate over the angular part.

The first step has already been solved in refs. [13, 16], where one can find the NLP TMD factorization
theorem in terms of operators, along with the corresponding coefficient functions at NLO [16]. The
parametrization of matrix elements is also established; at the twist-three level, it has been developed
in ref. [24]. Thus, our task is to carry out the final step, which is merely algebraic.

In the following section, we summarize the relevant results from [16, 20, 24], which serve as
the inputs for the first two steps. Then in the section 2.2 we present the result for contraction of
tensors and the ¥J,, at LP and NLP.

2.1 Hadron tensor

The hadron tensor for DY is defined as

v d4 —1 v
Wty = [ e oyl )T OV, ), (2.8

where Jf is the electro-weak current for the gauge boson G. It reads

Jh = aqgGi" (1 +7°) +gf (1 — ")), (2.9)



where gr 1 are the left and right coupling constants for the gauge boson. For future convenience,
we introduce the shorthand notation for the Dirac structure of the current

wh = gG" (L +7°) + g7 (1 —~7), (2.10)

such that Jf = quwi.q. For the case of photon production one has wh =1
The hadron tensor has three terms up to the order of our interest,

1 d*b —~ —~ —~

W = / e (WEE + Witk + Whe + ) (2.11)
(&

consisting in a LP term, a kinematic power correction at NLP, and a genuine power correction at

NLP, correspondingly. The dots represent the higher power contributions, that we neglect. In the

following sub-sections, we present each term in eq. (2.11) one-by-one explicitly.

2.1.1 Leading power term

The LP term can be written as
~ 72 1 =— L, = + —[I. =
Wip = Crp (MQ) Z [ZTT (w‘émeéTZ) ‘I’[1F1"]($17b;qu)‘I’[11M]($27b;M,C) (2.12)

1 = —\ =} - _
+ T (wEThwi T, ) By (o b Q0 (@, b1, 0)|.

where ®1; and ®q; are quark and anti-quark TMD distributions of twist-two (defined below in

eq. (2.17-2.20)), Cpp is the hard coefficient function (given in eq. (2.16)). The variables 72, z; and

xy are 2

2 2 2 q*
™ =2¢"q" =Q*+q7, 1= To =
1

(2.13)

3
3|
|

The pairs {I',T'} are the elements of the complete Dirac basis that project only good components
of the quark spinors. They are

—+ _ _ o e
{rt.1"}: {(vHoh (S Tt {io®T, —ie® TR, (2.14)
(r-,1 }: (vt R Tt {io® T —io* Tyt

In eq. (2.12), the summation over n and m runs through these pairs. Note that, for brevity, our
notation does not explicitly specify the hadrons to which the TMD distributions belong. This
information can be inferred from the variables 1 2, i.e. a TMD distribution that depends on zy(s)
is originated from hadron hy (). Similarly, we omit the explicit flavor indices, which are understood
to be summed over all active quark flavors.

The variables ¢ and ¢ are the scales associated with the renormalization of rapidity divergences.
These scales must satisfy

(C=7>=2¢"q". (2.15)

2We use the standard notation for the light-cone components of the vector

ot = aktot fnteT + véﬂ,

where vp is the transverse part, and n and 7 are light-cone vectors n? = 72 with (nf) = 1. Vectors n and 7 are
associated with the hadron momenta p‘f = ﬁ“pir and pg = n“p; The scalar product of transverse components
written in the bold font is Euclidian, i.e. q% = \q%\ = fq% > 0 and b? = |b?| = —b% > 0. We also use the standard
notation for two-index transverse tensors: gf’ = gh” — nta¥ — alnY and e’ = e FHY,



The scale p is the hard factorization scale, and its dependence cancels in-between the coefficient
function and the TMD distributions. The scale dependence of the TMD distributions are dictated
by corresponding evolution equations [41-43]. The coefficient function Cy,p is the LP hard coefficient
function. At NLO it reads
72 72

Crp (/12) =1+ 2as(pu)Cr (—L2 +3L -8+ 6) + O(a?), (2.16)
where Cr = (N2 —1)/2N, (for SU(N.) gauge group), as = g2/(47)? is the QCD coupling constant,
and L = In(72/u?). Nowadays, Cp, as well as, the TMD evolution function are known up to N*LO
[44-46].

The TMD distributions are specified by the TMD-twist, which is given by a pair of numbers
(n,m). In this nomenclature, ordinary TMD distributions of twist-two have TMD-twist-(1,1), which
is specified in the index of TMD distributions in eq. (2.12). These TMD distributions are defined
as

®dh r
ofl(e.0) = [ e P g O+ D) T W a0 Pos), (217)

—o0
where | P, s) is a hadron state with large component of momentum P, and

0

W (z) = [—oon + x,z] = Pexp (—z’g/ doAy(x+ Un)) (2.18)

— 00
is a straight Wilson line. The anti-quark distribution is defined as

0 = [ oo p o S wom 1 b)avt ()| P
11 (z,0) = 3¢ r( 78|§ q(An +b)gWT(0)|P, s). (2.19)

— 00

In both definitions we omit the renormalization constants and scaling arguments for simplicity. In
what follows, we also consider the gluon TMD distribution of twist-two. It is defined as
1 - @ e iwAPT

(1)117;“/(1‘7 b) =

I
P, s|F W' ~WF,(0)|P 2.2
TP+ J oo or < a5| ;H-W ()\n+b)2W V+(O)| 73>7 ( 0)

where F),,, is the gluon field-strength tensor, and Wilson lines are in the adjoint color representation.

2.1.2 Kinematic power corrections at NLP

The KPC term can be found in ref. [16]. It reads

~ . ) T2
Wipe = 4 Cup (/ﬂ) Z{ (2.21)

T wgT e D] + 1 Tt Tt Tl gty (5, 9D ) (C)) giral
7 11 o B ¢ 11
AT (Wl T Wi T ] + ﬁ”Tr[wgf:wg,f;]@F;] ( 5 4 %D (g)) o)
7 11 P T o ¢ 11
T v =T v T =t —
+n“Tr[ngmwG,Fn] +n Tr[wgl“7nwg,Fn]6[rm] (8 n 0,D In (C)) o
q- 11 4 2 C 11
+n“Tr[wgf:wéf;L] + n”Tr[wéf:ng;] ol <8 N 0,D N (C)) q)[ll“ﬁ]}
11 P = ’
q+ 2 ¢

where for shortness we have omitted the arguments of the TMD distributions, and 9, = 0/9b".

it ~ o
As so, all ®IC] and <I>[F"] have argument (z1,b, i, (), while all o) and <I>[Fm] have argument



(w2,b, 11,), which also defines the associated hadron. The function D(b, ) is the Collins-Soper
kernel that dictates the evolution of TMD distributions with respect to the scale (.

The defining feature of KPCs is that they involve only twist-two TMD distributions and their
derivatives. That is, the KPC term does not introduce any new non-perturbative information. The
hard coefficient function for the KPC term remains identical to that of the LP term, eq. (2.12),
at all orders in perturbation theory. This follows from the requirement of electromagnetic gauge
invariance, which dictates that the hadron tensor must be transverse to the vector ¢*

g W =0.

At LP, the direct computation yields

a:Wip 7’é 0.

that is, there is a violation of NLP order. At NLP it can be fixed by the KPC part of the hadronic
tensor, because this is the only one that incorporates the same non-perturbative functions. Indeed,
the direct computation shows

"z v M2
qM (W; + W&PC) Q2 7é 07 (222)

i.e. the electro-magnetic Ward identities violation is moved to NNLP order. This chain continues
to all powers of TMD factorization theorem, as it has been demonstrated explicitly in ref. [23] and
they must hold at all orders of perturbation theory. Therefore, the coefficient function for these
terms is the same at all orders. In some sense, the KPCs can be considered as a descendant part
of the LP term of the factorization theorem.

The combination of derivatives 9, with derivatives of the Collins-Soper kernel is a consequence
of the recombination of the so-called special rapidity divergences [18]. These terms are responsible
for the restoration of boost-invariance, which demands that the factorized result is independent of
¢ and ( as long as the relation eq. (2.15) is satisfied. This implies the invariance under the rescaling
¢ — a¢ and ¢ — (/a with a > 0, which is satisfied by eq. (2.21).

The “long derivative” is commuting with the evolution of TMD distributions. It is straightfor-
ward to see that

(ap + @’TD In (g)) B2, b; 1, ¢) = <a + 8—Dl (C2)> O(x, by 1, 0), (2.23)

where we used eq. (2.15). Evolving the distribution to an another scale {; we get

(a +8—Dl <<2>> (é>_D(b7N)<I>(x,b; 10, G1) (2.24)
() (o (@) e

In other words, the “long derivative” acting to the TMD distribution evolves as the TMD distribu-
tion itself, preserving the relation in eq. (2.15). This property is vital to guarantee the factorization
theorem.

2.1.3 Genuine NLP part

The genuine NLP part involves both twist-three and twist-two distributions. This contribution was
originally derived in the operator form in ref. [16]. Here, we present the genuine NLP part in a
refined form, expressed in a more compact and explicit manner. It reads

ol
v —t
Wiktp = T /_1 duydusduzd(ur + ug + u3){ (2.25)



CrT""*(n,n) — ZTr(CIT‘Wp 0(xo — ug) <I>[1F1”}<I’[ m] + 0(x1 — ug) <I>[F" <I>11

By

+ 6 332 — Uus (I)ll ‘I)[F ] + 5(371 - US (I)[lI;

(5 T2 —U3 q)[lIi }Q’WG] —|—(5(Z‘1 —U3 ‘I’[F ‘I)11 )

| (n.)
[z(C TV (R, n) + nC; T’ (R }
[(C TH? (n,n) —iW(C[TW’)nn}
| (0.

iCRTY (n, ) + mCTH"( ( To — ug) (I>[11+]‘I>[F’"] +6(xy — u@i’E?@Em]) },
where ®,, are TMD distributions of twist-three defined below in eq. (2.31 - 2.36). Throughout
the text we use e to indicate any secondary index of a twist-three distribution. Alike earlier, the
arguments of TMD distributions are omitted for brevity. The products of the form ®,P,; have
arguments as P (u1, Uz, uz, b; 1, () @11 (2, b; i1, ¢), while products of the form ®;;®, have arguments
as @11 (w1, b; 1, Q)P (ur, uz, us, b; 1, ). The tensors T are defined as

22 14 o _ AV 14 o _
TH (70, m) = (” - "+) Tr[wt T, wh T ] + (" - ”) Trlwt T, wl T, (2.26)
- q N
123 eyl . o 14 SV _ _
TEP (n,7) = (” - ”) Trlwt T Wy T, + (” - ”) TrWhT Wl T, (2.27)
q+ q q+ q-

The coefficient functions Cg and C; originate from a single complex-valued coefficient function,
derived at NLO in ref. [16]. Functions Cr and C; represent its real and imaginary parts, corre-
spondingly. The details of the derivation can be found in appendix A of ref. [20]. Note that the
derivation in ref. [20] is performed for the SIDIS case. In the DY case, the invariant mass ¢ i
positive, which should be accounted in computation of the imaginary part of logarithms. We have
obtained the following NLO expressions for the coefficient functions Cr and C; in the DY process
(this is one of the results of this paper),

72 1 Cr ( 11 7«
Ch (2,2, 5 ) = —— +a.{2 L2+2L+) 2.98
#( ) = { (wa) DA 22

(0 G) (v g (55) ) (55 o)

x In |us] Inz 72 9
+Caz + us ( (L >+ i (u2)+ 2 Huz)| o+ Olas)
T2 9 15 7m 1
C; <uz,x, ,u2> = (ug) + aS{QCF {5(1@) ( L°+2L - 5 + 6) + (u2)+] (2.29)

1 =z

2 (CF - C;) {5(u2)L AN (9(—:c —us)(L—2) — 0(z + us) In ('x ;““"))}

+C4 [(5(u2)(lnx+2) - ‘(9751:)2—2 xfuz] } + O(a?),

with Cp = (N2 —1)/(2N.), Ca = N, and L = In(72/p?). The “plus” distribution is defined as

fw) [ f) = £(0)
/du o /d ——. (2.30)

The p-dependence cancels between the TMD distributions and the coefficient functions Cg ;. An
explicit demonstration of this cancellation at NLO can be found in refs. [16, 24].



The twist-three TMDPDFs can have TMD-twist-(1,2) or (2,1). Correspondingly, they are
defined as

 dh\id)g .,
By (21,2, 73,0) = / (2177)2*26“”“”””””2)13+ (2.31)

— 00

T
(P, s|g[Ain + b, Aon + b]F;HrWT()Qn + b)§Wq(O)|P, 5),

T] [T dAdX
(I)u,m(xl,xz,x&b) = /_OO (27)2

I
(P, s|aW ! (Min + b)5 W (Aan) it [Aan, 0]g(0)]| P ).

ei(ml)\1+w2)\2)P+ (232)

The anti-quark distributions are

1] Sl N
D, 91(21, 22,73, 0) = /_Oo We’(“ rhee) (2.33)

r
Te(P, 5|5 W (Aam + 0) Fuy Aam + b, in + Blg(Aam + b)GW T (0)|P, s),

_ © dNdAs s s st
P, 12(w1, w2, 23, 0) = /_Oo We( kel (2.34)

I
Tr(P, s EWQ(MH + b)q|o, )\gn]FM_WT()\Qn) |P, s),

where “It” contracts spinor and color indices. In both cases, the variables x1 5 3 are related by the
equation z; + 3 + 3 = 0. Thus, the three-variable notation is redundant, but it is convenient
to keep track of the symmetries of twist-three distributions. One can think at x;, zo and x3 as
the collinear momentum-fractions of partons, being x; positive for particles and negative for anti-
particles. The parton interpretation and properties of twist-three distributions (including their
evolution equations) are studied and presented in refs. [18, 20].

The TMD distributions of definite TMD-twist have autonomous evolution, in the sense that
distributions ®15 do not mix with distributions ®5; during the change of scales p or (. However,
these distributions are inconvenient to operate with, because they are complex-valued functions
with indefinite parity. It is more practical to introduce the T-parity-definite combinations

(I)E:]Ql(xlﬂ,?); b) + ¢E]12(—$3,2,1; b)

‘I’E]@(l‘l,z?ﬁb) = 9 ’ (2.35)
Ol (212,3;0) — By (—w3015b
B (11 01 = i 20200 = ol Zr02iB) (2:36)

and the same combinations for ®. Here and in the following, we are using the shorthand notation
for the series of arguments 123 = (x1,%2,23) and correspondingly —z321 = (—x3, —x2, —21).
Under discrete transformations, ®4, and @5 transform into themselves, making their interpretation
somewhat clearer. Specifically, the ®g (o) (1,22, 23) with 23 > 0 represents the real (imaginary)
part of the interference between a quark with collinear momentum fraction 3 and a quark-gluon
pair with momentum fractions x; and x5 [20]. A similar interpretation applies to the corresponding
antiquark distributions.

Expressing the physical process cross-section in terms of ®5 and ® results in a natural struc-
ture. Each term of eq. (2.25) is real-valued and involves a convolution of quark and antiquark
distributions with positive z and usz. Consequently, each term can be directly associated with a
specific partonic subprocess. However, a drawback of this construction is that &g and ®5 do not
have a definite TMD-twist, meaning they do not evolve independently. Their evolution equations



take a matrix form, leading to mixing between ®¢ and ®o. Nevertheless, twist-three and twist-two
distributions remain independent and do not mix with each other.

One more detail is to be added to the definition of twist-three distributions. The bold-font
distributions used in eq. (2.25) differ from those introduced in eq. (2.31-2.34) by a subtraction term.
The reason is that the terms of the factorization theorem are individually divergent at us — 0 (the
special rapidity divergence). This divergence is canceled in the sum of all terms, and thus does not
violate the factorization theorem. Nonetheless, it prevents a definition of individual distributions.
To eliminate the special rapidity divergences, and to make each term finite, one should explicitly
subtract the divergences. This leads to the physical TMD distributions of twist-three, which are
denoted by the bold font. Following [24], we define

(I)E]O(‘rl,l?n b) = (I)E]o(xl,Q,By b) — ‘wli‘fgo[R. & (1)11]51 (21,2,3,0), (2.37)
2
where R are kernels that could be computed perturbatively, and ® is an integral convolution. The
kernels R are proportional to the derivative of the Collins-Soper kernel. At LO they read [24]

[Ro1 @ ®11]l1 (21,2,3,0) = 8, D0 (—1,b) (B2, x5) — O(—2, —23)). (2.38)
[Riz @ @11)[T(21,2,3,0) = 0, D(b)@] (23,0) (B(w1,x2) — O(—1, —22)), (2:39)

where 0(z1,22) is the product of Heaviside functions 6(z1)0(x2). The limit |x2] — 0 should be
taken for each term independently, i.e. for the terms with 6(z2) it is the limit x5 — +0, while for
the terms with @(—z2) it is the limit o — —0. As a result of the subtraction, the distributions
®,, o becomes continuous at zo = 0 line, and thus the integration with 1/(u2)4 in eq. (2.25) is
well-defined. The subtraction procedure, and the recombination of divergent R ® ®-terms form
contributions proportional to In(¢ /E), which, in turn, combine with ordinary derivatives within
the KPC part and compose the “long derivatives” in eq. (2.21). As we discussed in the previous
section, this is crucial for TMD factorization at NLP, and it is responsible for the restoration the
boost invariance and preservation of the evolution properties.

2.2 Angular structure functions

Given the hadron tensors, we can now compute the individual angular structure functions. It is
instructive to present the contributions to these functions separately for the LP, KPC, and genuine
NLP terms in this subsection.

Note that contracting the lepton and hadron tensors provides a result that is not homogeneous
in powers of (). This arises because the lepton tensor is “exact”, meaning it retains all powers of
@, whereas the hadron tensor is ordered in power counting. As a result of this direct contraction,
several terms appear that are NNLP relative to the leading term. These terms are influenced by
NNLP computations, and for this reason, they are usually discarded. However, for the sake of
completeness, we present all terms, marking the induced NNLP contributions in color for clarity.

2.2.1 Leading power term

To compute the LP contribution we need the parametrization of twist-two TMD distributions. The
standard parametrization reads

(a:,b) fi(z,b) + (2.40)
<1>” ](x b) = ..., (2.41)
plie™ (g by = ieT“b Mh(z,b) + (2.42)

where dots denote the polarized terms that are not required for the present computation. The
distributions f; and hi are the unpolarized and Boer-Mulders TMDPDF, respectively. All TMD
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distributions are dimensionsless real functions that depend on b (the argument b is used for short-
ness). The factor M has mass dimension, and could be associated with the mass of a hadron, but
we keep it equal for all terms for simplicity.

Substituting eq. (2.40-2.42) into eq. (2.12) and contracting with lepton tensor we obtain the
angular structure functions (2.7). The non-zero angular coefficients are

8
LP _ 4 A *
o = 3 5Q2 Y QA AG,{ (2.43)
! 1.G,G

’ q;
i (14 58 ) trl - 56 165 bt i)

LP __ 4 A x ,
SLP — 3N 5Q2 fGZG’Q A AG{ (2.44)

—ZJC:[G Zf?/ 2212 Jolfrf1] +ZJC:@G TJC:?/ (2 + 02 ) Jo| hJ_hJ_]}

8mra 2
P — N felel GG
24 - 3N Q2 Z Q A AG'Z 241+ (e)jo[{flfl}A] (245)
f,.G,G'
2
P _ N Welelelel qr 1.1
gt = 3N SQ2 3 QU ALAGSE S L+ el }a), (2.46)
1,G,G
where Q% = *q% > 0. The coupling constants and the combinations of propagators are presented

in appendix B. The convolution functionals J are defined as

aulnf) = e () [ SR 0anr s, 0lar) (2.47)
2N —2D(b.) B B
(Z) T [ bTien )+ o i),
gulthsital = Cur () [ 52030y, 0lar ) (2.48)

72\ ~2P.) B B
(Z)  [AEbRen ~ Tie b ab).
where J,, is the Bessel function. In eq. (2.47, 2.48), we have applied the (-prescription, and extracted
the TMD evolution factor explicitly.

These formulas agree with previous computations up to the colored terms, which are all pro-
portional to g% /Q?. These terms arise as predictions from the LP factorization theorem, due to the
contraction of the strictly LP hadronic tensor with the all-power leptonic tensor. However, they
represent only a subset of the full NNLP corrections and are influenced by the choice of the factor-
ization frame (which, in this context, determines the definition of the vectors n and n; see [23, 47, 48]
for discussions on frame dependence). Furthermore, some of these terms originate from the viola-
tion of electromagnetic gauge invariance. For instance, the double-Boer-Mulders term in eq. (2.43)
vanishes in a complete all-power computation of twist-two contributions [38]. Consequently, these
terms should not be considered as they stand, but in a more general contest.

Also let us note, that the structure function X5 (2.46) is originated by the interference between
~v and Z bosons (B.19). Due to it, it has an extra kinematical suppression factor ~ I'z/Mz, in
comparison to the other angular structure functions.
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2.2.2 Kinematic power correction

To evaluate KPC part of the hadron tensor we should resolve the vector part of derivative of TMD
distributions with respect to b. Using the fact that distributions depend only on b2, we find

(e 5 (Q)) o

D o :
<3p + 3”7 In (g)) QU] o MR — i€l b, b MR + .. (2.50)

where dots denote the terms that depend on hadron polarization, and we omit the arguments of
distributions. The functions with a circle on top are defined as

F(z,b) = % (881)2 + %m (g) (%Db(f)» F(z,b), (2.51)

and the minus sign that appears in front of them in eq. (2.49) is due to v> = —b?.
Computing the KPC contribution we obtain the following non-vanishing structure functions

—bPM2fy+ (2.49)

87T0zzm ’ ’
sKPC _ DTN 2[ 288 29C o fi o] + 258 rGE jg[hfhf]], (2.52)

2
3N.sQ e Qr
8mwa? M
KPC __ em 4 A * ,
= 3N.sQ? fZG G/Q Acha Q [ (2.53)

5 Z+f "Dilhh - f1f1]+z+e PG BB MA (bt~ hithd)]),

8 ’ ! ’
KPC _ 1 elelele; o GG 1,1
T gy, st f;G,Q Aghar Q> { 200 277 Jolfihil = 237 rY7 Falhih ]] (2.54)
$KPC _ 8Tz Z QA 2L L6666 ik fy — bl 2.55)
3 BNesQ? S, G /2~ :
8ra? —2¢2 ,
pKPC — em 4A I ,GG' GG N
4 3N,sQ?2 fg:G/Q Q\F 20 227 Jol{fifitals (2.56)
SEPO = S S QUpAg  TisGE 97 it )] (257
5 3NCSQ2 1.G.G G Q\/ﬁ +£ -f 11 )
8ma o .
KPC _ 4 GG .GC 722 nlil | ilpL
25 = N0 f;G,Q ALAG \/»Z,ZH PG B2 MA{htht + hihi} al, (2.58)

where we using the same notation as in eq. (2.43-2.46). To compute these, we have integrated by
parts and used the properties of the Bessel functions. Together they lead to the following relations

Alnd) = - g5 - il ol (2.59)
TP M2 fo] = |qT‘~72[f1f2] — AT [f1fo] — T [D2M2 1 f). (2.60)

The integration by parts helps to refactor some NLP contributions, and to demonstrate their NNLP
nature. The angular structures ¥y 2 45 indicated in color can be ignored, because they should
combine with NNLP terms of LP and NNLP hadron tensors. Note, that these structure functions
are exactly the same that have a non-zero NNLP component in eq. (2.43-2.46). Meanwhile, the
structure functions ¥; 3 ¢ represent the true NLP contributions, and they do not have LP term.
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2.2.3 Genuine NLP part

To process the genuine NLP part, we need a parameterization for the twist-three TMD distributions
as introduced in ref. [24] and elaborated in ref. [20]. In total there are 32 quark TMDPDFs of twist-

three. Here we use only the unpolarized ones,

‘I)’:hﬂ(l“l,g,& b) =

icotyS
@f[ ¥ ]($1,2,37b) = " Mho(z123,b) +

Z'b‘uMQf.J'(xl 2 3,b) + ...
(I)I.L['Y+’Ys] (1'1’2’3719) = —lET b M Je (331 2 3,[)) + .y
+ ("€ bs + 4P bab™) MPhE (21,03, b) + ...

(2.61)
(2.62)
, (2.63)

)

where o is @ or &, and dots denote the terms that depend on hadron polarization.
Inserting the parametrization of eq. (2.61-2.63) into the genuine NLP part, eq. (2.25), we obtain

the following non-zero angular coefficients

8ral, A A 2M
= ;D QAGAG
3N.sQ P Q [

LGF S TRUAEE +£5 fika + {frg3
+Z+£ zf? \711[{f1fL + fol}A - {f1gé

gNLP
25

87Tagm 4 A *
- 2 Z QA AG/
3N.sQ e \ﬁ

2CF 0 TR fEE + 2 fiys + {figa
ST S + fol }s —{fig3

87706211] 4 A %

5 > QA tAg M
BNesQ? S, \ﬁ
255 Z—f TRUAES + £ Ai)s — {figd
—zf?’z_f TIAES + €2 fi)s + {figs

4 A *
- m 3 QA A M
3N5Q Pexe

gNLP
23

+26¢

gNLP
X =

gNLP
27

al
+f£5f1ta — {figd
]? TIH{AES +E5 f1ha + {f1g5

GG GG ZRifp gl
22y 297 T A
—265" %

The convolution integral are defined as

gh LY = [ Groannelan) (=
fl(mhb)?o(_
TR = [ 2D an)olar) (C

- g$f1}A] + 2zz§? T

— gt f1}a] — 2i26¢

—g5fi}al -
— g5 fita) — 20288 rOF T [{hihg + h@hf}s]},

- géfl}s]
— gd hiks] + 2250157 Tl [{hihe + o a]|.

—2D(b,u)  pl—zo 72
> / dusCp (U2, 25—
-1 2

Uy — Ta, Uz, T2,b) + f1(x1,0) fo(—u

—2D(b,p)  pl—ay
) / duzCr (u27$1» 5
-1

(2.64)

—gafi}s) — 2:58rSF Tl {hihe + hohi )]
— gz fi}s] —

2.5 r§¢ ¢ Ji[{hihg + hehi }al|,

(2.65)

OF T ha + hahi }s]
rf?/j{[{hfhe + hehf}s]} ;

(2.66)

2i2$¢ ¢S TR {hihes + hohi }s)

(2.67)

- 298G TE[{hihg + hohi 4]

Uy — T2, U2, T2,b

) (2.68)
)
) (2.69)

fo(—uz — 21, U, 1,b) 1 (22,b) 4+ fo(— u2—$17U27$1,b)f1(ﬂ?2,b)],

where f1 is any TMD distribution of twist-two, and fe is any distribution of twist-three.
convolutions J{ has the same form with the coefficient function Cz been replaced by 7Cj.

For
For

convolutions with label {..} 4 the quark and anti-quark distributions must be taken in the anti-

symmetric combination, alike in the definition (2.48).
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The combinations of distributions that appear in eq. (2.64-2.67) represent all possible linear
independent combinations of fi-, g+ and h,. They simplify by introducing the linear combinations

—_ =L —_

where argument (12,3, b; i, ¢) is omitted for all distributions. Note, that for the anti-quark distri-
butions f;' and gf the sign of the ge-part inverts. This is due to its Dirac structure 4+ (1 + ~+°),
which turns to 47 (1 — 4°) under the conjugation. The combinations (2.70) are related to the
twist-three bi-quark TMD distributions f* and gt [24, 49, 50].

In the terms of fj‘ and g5, eq. (2.64-2.67) reads

S = em s N Q4AGAG, (2.71)
3N Q ex? Q

57 ST TR + 85 fiha) — 2288 rG T {hihe + hehi }a]
+Z+e ZSEJ?/JII[{fng +8 fl}A] 2255 §F ¢ I {hihe +hghy }A]}

8oy
EgNLP _ 4A A L
3 3N SQ2 f;;/ Q GG ﬁ [

S CF TRUAE + 8 )] + 20258 rEF TR [{hi b + hohi ]
+25f z€G Tl fret + e fi}s] - 20258 vEF T [{hihe + hoht )],

8maox
EgNLP — 4A A ,
6 SNSQQfZGG/Q @ G.ﬁ[

Zfea ZG? T figy +83 fi}s] — QZZ-M TGG T {hihs +hghi }s]
—zf? L TR+ f;fl}sJ —202$8rCF Tl [{hihe + hehi }s]|,

B = T S QU aa
£.G,G’

(2.72)

(2.73)

o (2.74)

07267 T her + 83 fi}al - 2257 r§F T {hiho + hohi )l
252 55 TS + 8 iy al + 2257155 T [{hi b + bohi L]

The pairs (f5-, g5 ) and (hg,hs) are eigen-pairs of the twist-three evolution equation [24]. In
other words, these distributions mix with each other within the pair, but do not mix with other
distributions. This fact is also evident in the structure of the genuine terms of the factorization
theorem, eq. (2.71-2.74), where corresponding terms enter symmetrically into J and J7.

The twist-three functions hé, hé, as well as the combinations f$ — gé and fé + gélB do not
contribute to the factorization at NLP with a spin-1 current, because they require a probe of spin-2
in order to have a non-zero projection (see discussion in ref. [24]).

3 Leading TMD approximation

The NLP formulas presented in section 2.2 are complete and ready for application. This is the
first time they are formulated with a clear separation of definite TMD-twist distributions and with
NLO coefficient functions. However, these formulas are not of immediate practical usage, since they
involve four unknown non-perturbative functions: f3-, gs, hé, and hé, in addition to the familiar
unpolarized f; and Boer-Mulders hi- distributions.
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In principle, a combination of measurements of structure functions A; 3¢ 7 could provide some
insight into these twist-three distributions. A further difficulty is to disentangle flavor contributions
and collinear momentum fractions, that could be resolved only by adding more observables of
different kinds. To overcome this situation, and avoid the extraction the twist-three distributions,
one should introduce a reasonable approximation for these distributions.

A key to solve the problem comes from the observation that twist-three distributions exhibit a
singular behavior at b — 0. This singularity is implicit and it can be revealed only in a dedicated
analysis of the small-b asymptotic. The presence of this singularity significantly alters the behavior
of power corrections. Instead of the naive expectation of a A/Q suppression, the actual correction
scales as ¢r/@Q, making it significant for phenomenology. Therefore, it is crucial to separate out
this singular part from the rest of the contribution.

In this section, we propose an approximation that extracts the most singular part of twist-three
TMD distributions and parametrizes it in terms of twist-two distributions. In this way, the proposed
approximation resolves both of the aforementioned problems. The suggested approximation is not
unique since there is some freedom in its construction. Nonetheless, it is systematic, as it can be
improved order-by-order in perturbation theory and extended to higher-twist distributions. For
brevity, we refer to it as the leading-TMD (L-TMD) approximation, as it expresses the leading part
of a TMD distribution in terms of other TMD distributions.

3.1 General discussion

Twist-two TMD distributions have a smooth behavior in the limit 5> — 0. This limit can be
systematically analyzed using the operator product expansion (OPE), which leads to

D11 (2, b 11, C) = Copy (L p1, C; pope) @ feol(x, pope) + O(b?), (3.1)

where feon is a collinear distribution, C' is the coefficient function and Ly, = In(udpgb?). The scale
popg is the scale of OPE, whose dependence cancels between C' and f. The symbol ® denotes
the convolution over momentum fractions between the collinear distribution and the corresponding
variables of the coefficient function. The type of collinear distribution f..; depends on the nature
of the TMD distribution. For instance, in the case of the unpolarized TMD distribution fi, the
corresponding collinear counterpart is the unpolarized collinear parton distribution function (PDF)
of twist two. For the Sivers function fi5, the relevant collinear distributions are the twist-three
distributions T and AT. A comprehensive list of such relations can be found in refs. [5, 51]. The
OPE for twist-two TMD distributions, as given in eq. (3.1), has been extensively studied over
the last decade and is known at least at NLO for all major distributions (see [52-62]). The only
exception is the pretzelosity function, which has been derived only at LO [51]. These relations play
a crucial role in the construction of phenomenological models for TMD distributions, making them
highly valuable for practical applications.

The small-b asymptotic of higher-twist TMD distributions differs from that of twist-two TMD
distributions. Most of the 32 twist-three TMD distributions exhibit a smooth b — 0 limit, similar
to the twist-two case in eq. (3.1). However, some of them behave as

b
D, e(1,2,3,b51,C) = b%0¢./f(Lb§ 1, C; HOPE) @ feotl (2, piopr) + O(B°), (3.2)

where ®,, represents a twist-three TMD distribution, and the rest of the notation follows that
of eq. (3.1) with the caveat that in this case the collinear distribution feo appearing in eq. (3.2)
is necessarily of twist-two. This behavior arises because twist-three distributions are defined via
three-point operators (see eq. (2.31-2.33)), whereas twist-two distributions originate from two-point
operators. The LO diagrams that describe such reduction are shown in fig. 1, and by dimensional
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analysis, they scale as 1/b. The terms proportional to 4" in eq. (3.2) follow the standard OPE rules
and can involve distributions of twist-two, twist-three, and twist-four.

As discussed above, the fact that twist-three distributions exhibit singular behavior in the
small-b limit is problematic and disrupts the natural power counting of corrections. To address
this issue, we aim to separate the singular part and define a higher-twist distributions without this
singular contribution. Explicitly, we introduce a new twist-three TMD distribution

v
~

b
Dpe(T1,2,3,b; 11, C) = Ppe(w1,2,3,05 11, C) — bﬁ[s ® P11 (21,2,3, b5 14, C), (3.3)
where S ® ®1; is a convolution of some known expression with a twist-two TMD distribution and

lim </f’.(x17273, b; u, ¢) = finite.

b2—0
Note, that it is expected that all functions are well-defined in the full range of b. Therefore, the
singularity 1/b is explicitly revealed, and can be treated integrating the hadron tensor over b. Such
a decomposition can be made in various manners. Here we propose a scheme that looks the most
suitable to our current perspective.

Each term of the decomposition in eq. (3.3) must respect all perturbative properties of the
TMD distributions, otherwise such decomposition would violate the factorization theorem. The
main property to respect is the TMD evolution. Each function of eq. (3.3) must obey the same
evolution equations with respect to p and ¢, in order to keep ® and [S ® ®11] independent at each
scale. This is rather difficult to achieve practically, because the function [S® ®11] incorporates non-
perturbative parts of different flavors. Thus, one faces a problem of matching rapidity evolution
for quarks and gluons distributions, which are given by different Collins-Soper kernels. To avoid
this problem, we utilize the optimal definition® of the TMD distributions [43]. Namely, before the
redefinition of ®,, we evolve it to the scale (,, which is defined such that the double-logarithm
part of the evolution vanishes and the TMD distributions obey ordinary renormalization group
equations®. Thus the problem simplifies to

v

N b
Qpe(T1,2,3,03 1) = Ppe(1,2,3,b5 1) — bj[s ® @11] 0 (71,2,3, b5 1), (3.4)

where the parameter ( is absent because of the definition of the (-prescription.
In the small-b regime, the OPE for the optimal twist-two distribution is

®11(z,b) = Ca,, /5 (Li; poPE) @ feon(z, porE) + O(b?), (3.5)

where scales p and ¢ are absent due to the definition of the optimal TMD distribution, and the
coefficient function does not have any double-logarithm. This series can be inverted perturbatively
as

feon(, 1) = Cgl ¢ (L i) © @11 (2, b) + O(B?). (3.6)

The corresponding OPE for optimal twist-three distribution is

bV v
(I);u (1'1,2,?” b; ,U) = b*QOg./f(Lb; M) Y fCOll(ma ,U) + O(b0)7 (37)

30ne can also define the decomposition with generic scales. However, it requires the introduction of intermediate
scales (u, ¢) at which the quark TMD distribution is matched onto the gluon TMD distribution. In the ¢-prescription,
this scale is the saddle-point of the field of anomalous dimensions, which is unique and fundamental.

4For the TMD distributions of twist-two there exists ¢ u such that the TMD distribution is exactly scaleless. For
higher-twist distributions such curve is absent, because their anomalous dimensions depend on x. However, the
double-logarithm part of the evolution equations, which mixes p and ¢ scaling, is = independent [24], and thus can
be eliminated. Moreover, it is eliminated using the same ¢, as for TMD distributions of twist-two.
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Ay

Figure 1. LO diagrams that produce the ~ 1/b term in the small-b OPE of TMD twist-three operators.

where we have equalized scales p and popg. Then substituting formally eq. (3.6) into eq. (3.7) we
obtain a result with all the desired properties, i.e.

[S® @11 (21,2,3,bi ) = Cgf/f(Lb; p) @ C;fl/f(Lb;u) ® 11(,b). (3.8)

This [S ® ®11] has a well defined non-perturbative behavior in a full range of b; it is made from
known functions; it subtracts exactly the singular part of ®,,; and, importantly, the contracted
[S ® ®11], obeys the correct evolution equation, which is ensured by the OPE. Finally, one can
systematically improve the definition of [S ® ®11],, computing the higher perturbative orders of the
coefficient functions.

The drawback of the construction eq. (3.8) is that it is not unique. Indeed, the inversion formula
eq. (3.6) is ambiguous because one can modify the definition of b on the right-hand-side hiding the
redefinition parts into O(b?). This ambiguity can be mitigated by requesting extra properties of
subtraction procedure, for example, demanding exact subtraction of ~ b? correction, or of target-
mass corrections. Nonetheless, this problem is not severe, because d e (which is influenced by such
redefinition) contribute only at low Q.

Let us also mention that similar subtraction procedures can be formulated systematically for
all higher twist TMD distributions. Generally, higher-twist TMD distributions can have a higher
order singularity at b — 0. These singularities can be subtracted in a similar fashion order-by-order
in powers of b, generating finite TMD distributions. This procedure preserves all original non-
perturbative information without any loss, although it redistributes it among different factorized
parts.

3.2 L-TMD approximation at LO

The diagrams that generate the LO singular term in the small-b OPE are shown in fig. 1. They
present the matching of three-point (§F¢q)-operator to two-point (gq) and (FF)-operators. These
diagrams are given in refs. [21, 24]. Since the quark and gluon-channel diagrams have different
structures we discuss them one-by-one.

The diagrams with two quark fields are

<I>££]12(331,2,3,b) quark = as(u)%%: (0(x1,22) — O(—21, —72)) (3.9)
x> Tr -f; (’ywu — 2%%) r| ¢ (g, 1) + O (bo, af) ,
% L J
¢E£]21($1,2,3a b) quark = as(ﬂ)%%: (0(x2, 3) — O(—22, —73)) (3.10)
X ;ﬂ :F (%w - 2%%) FX: S (—zy, 1) + O (bo, a;) :
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where I' € T't. The collinear distribution is defined as

o) = [ e (B sl S, 0a(0) 5. (3.11)

— 00

The corrections to these expressions are either ~ a2/b (i.e. involving two-loop diagrams), or ~ b°
(at the tree-order).

To find the L-TMD approximation we must invert the collinear distribution in terms of TMD-
distributions as in eq. (3.6). For that we use the small-b relation between twist-two TMD and
collinear distributions. At LO it is

o (z,0) = ¢ (x, ) + O(as), (3.12)

where I' € I't. Consequently, the L-TMD approximation at LO for ®;5 and ®,; is given simply by
eq. (3.9-3.10) with ¢ — ®q;.

Both eq. (3.9) and (3.10) have a discontinuity along the line zo = 0. This is the manifestation
of the special rapidity divergence, as discussed in sec. 2.1.2. To make the factorization theorem
well-defined, one must apply the subtraction of eq. (2.37). Using that

b
9,D(b,p) = 4as(u)CFb—’; + 0(a?, 1Y), (3.13)

and rewriting the subtraction terms, eq. (2.38-2.39) in the same form as in eq. (3.9- 3.10), the
physical TMD distributions are found to be

Cp b

O hawroad)| = o) g (O wa) — (w1, —w2) (3.14)
—+ x rt —+ rt a?
X Z (T&“ {Fk (’yufyl, - w;%/y“> F} (D[ll’“](xg,b) —2g,,, Tr [Fk F} fb[n"}(—xhb)) +0 (bo, b) ,
k
T CF b
Bih(eanb)| = aa() g (0, s) = 02, —a3)) (3.15)

e — + - . a2
XD (Tr {F (%w - xi’mvy) FZ} O\ (~21,b) — 29, Tr [FZF} ol (4, b)) Lo (b“, b) 7
k

where we used that —x1 — 23 = x2, and consequently, lim,,| o 21 = —z3 and lim,,| 0 3 = —21.
Due to the subtraction expressions (3.14, 3.15) are zero at x5 = 0. As the result, their contribution
vanishes in the integral with d(usg), i.e. at the leading order of Cj.

The matching to the gluon channel is the same for ®, 12 and ®,, »;. It reads

‘I)Lry}u(n’h,z,:s,b) guon ‘135121(961,2,3,@

gluon

= 0 by o ) — 0, —3) (3.16)

4 b2
a2

xTr [(mlv”’v‘* - 5637“7”) W‘F] Ppa (=22, 1) + O (bo, ) ;
T2 T2 b

where the collinear gluon distribution is

1 o .
¢/,1,1/(m) - @e—mz\PJr

wpy J o 21 (P, s Fuy-(An)[An, O] F, 1. (0)| P, ). (3.17)

The gluon collinear distribution is related to the TMD distribution via the LO matching [57, 63]

P11, (7,0) = G (@, ) + Ofas). (3.18)
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Thus, at LO, one can simply replace ¢ by ®, analogously to the quark case. The subtraction
procedure does not affect the gluon channel.

We again emphasize that the direct matching between quark and gluon distributions can be
made because of the {-prescription. Due to it, both eq. (3.18) and eq. (3.14- 3.15) are (-independent.
In the case of general scales, one must take into account that the (-evolution of quark and gluon
TMD distribution is different, and cannot be matched by perturbation theory (due to the non-
perturbative nature of the Collins-Soper kernel). The matching can be done introducing some
intermediate reference scale to which both distributions are evolved, with the price of having an
extra undesired degree of freedom in the approximation.

Combining eq. (3.18) and (3.14-3.15) together we obtain the twist-three TMD distributions in
the L-TMD approximation. It is convenient to present them in the form

‘1’5]12(31‘1,273, b) = (ig]m(xl,l?n b) (319)
T a
/dy (Z S,w/ .17123, )q)[llk](yvb)+S};wa[j(xl,Z,Say)q)lf(:%b)) ’
‘1’5]21(1‘1,273, b) = (ig]zl(xl,l?n b) (320)

T+ «@
/ < ZSTF’ ¢ 56372,179)‘1)[11’“](%5) + Sﬁy,a,@(:cm,g,y)%f(y,b)) ,

where
Spir (21,23, ) = 0 () =5 (O1,22) = 01, —2)) (3.21)
— €T —

(10 [FF (e = 22 ) 7] 0 = ) = 200 [FLT] 800+ 00)) + Ot

Shap(®1,2,3,9) = (3.22)
pv,af3 ;2,3
Qg € €Z: -
= (9o ) = B(1, =) 300+ 2 Tr | (Zors = D ) 97T + O

Here, the function @M,. is regular at b — 0, and represents the effects of pure twist-three dynamics.

The computation for anti-quark distribution is identical up to a few signs. Here, for complete-
ness, we present the final results. The small-b expansion for anti-quark distributions for the quark
channel are

—[1] Crb”
Duna(mr23:0)| = —as(w) 5 g5 (Oer,22) = 6(=21,—32)) (3.23)
xr1 =+ | <[} a§
X Xk:Tr {F (%w - xa%%) Fk] ¢ " (3, ) + O (bo, b) ;
—Ir] Cr ¥
P, 21(21,2,3,b) ke _aS(N)TFbT (0(x2, w3) — O(—22, —73)) (3.24)

+

2
=+ X [ Qg
x Y Tr l:Fk (ku —~ x?vm) F] o (—ar, ) + 0 (bo, b) :
k

In these equations, the subtraction procedure, eq. (2.37), is already applied. The gluon channel
reads

(I

— —[r
‘%,12(331,2,3, b) = ‘I’L,]21(371,2,3, b)

gluon gluon

—"Si“) %2 (0(z1, 23) — O(—21, —3)) (3.25)
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T T CL2
xTr [(37”7" 17“7”) W_F] Pua(—w2, 1) + O (bo, ) :
T2 T2 b

Combining these formulas together and presenting collinear distributions via the TMD ones we

obtain
6[1‘*] b _ Q[F]
u2(T12,3,0) = ‘P# 12(71,2,3,0) (3.26)
i *[Flj] T af
Z S;w (21,23, 9)P11" (¥,0) + S)p 0p(®3.2,1,9) P77 (¥, 0) |,
3 ( b) = Em b
1,21(21,2,3, ) = #21($1,2,3, ) (3.27)

F"_’ «@
dy <Z S/w —Tr3,2,1,Y )@[111‘](2/7 b) + S}:u,aﬁ(xzs,m, Z/)‘bnﬁ(% b)) .

It should be taken into account that only TMD distributions that posses a matching to the
collinear twist two contribute on the right-hand side of L-TMD approximation. For example,
the Boer-Mulders function should not be included, because it matches to the twist-three collinear
operator [64], and thus could not appear in eq. (3.9-3.10).

The L-TMD approximation can be systematically improved with higher perturbative orders.
The only missing ingredient in the results shown in this work is the NLO coefficient function for
the singular part. It is expected that at NLO, the L-TMD approximation is more involved due to
the mixing of flavors within OPE.

3.3 L-TMD approximation for TMD distributions

The cross-section at NLP involves TMD distributions f;-, gt, and h,. To obtain the L-TMD
approximation for these function we should compute the traces presented in eq. (3.21) and compare
the parameterizations. The functions hg and hg do not have any singularity at small-b, and thus
are zero in the L-TMD approximation. For the functions fé‘ and g$ we obtain®

xr1T — T

1
1
f@ ’L_TMD = b2M2 [2@ OF (9(3;‘2,.1‘3) — 0(—332, —JJ3)) <

2 fi(—21,b) — 2f1 (23, b)) (3.28)

%371%2353 (0(z1,23) — O(—21, —x3)) fo(—x2,b) + (’)(ai)}’
gé]L_TMD = bQ;W [20,Cr (02, 35) = O(—a3,—a3)) = S h(ab) (3.29)

+5 (0w, @5) = 01, ~23)) fy(~22,b) + O(a?)] .

The L-TMD approximation for anti-quark distributions is

_ 1 (20,0 (82, w5) — O(~, —5)) (5”1

=

‘L—TMD b2 M2

"I (“ay.b) — 27, (s, b)) (3.30)

5T Bl w) — B, —23)) fy(22.b) + O(a?)].
g$‘L-TMD - b2]1\/[2 [2(1 Cr (0(w2, v3) — 9(_@7_4”3)) fl( 1,b) (3.31)

+ 5 (01, w3) — 021, —a3)) fy(—w2, ) + O(a?)].

5In total there are 8 twist-three distributions which have singular starting at LO, and another 8 which have
singular matching starting at NLO. The list of these distributions is given in appendix C.3 of ref. [24]
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The distributions fé and gé do not have a singular matching at LO, but it appears at NLO order
(two-loops). Note, that for the DY cross-section in eq. (2.25) the variable x3 > 0. Consequently,
the arguments of twist-two TMD distributions are always positive.

The combinations f;- that appear in the cross-section at NLP eq. (2.70) in L-TMD approxima-
tion take the form

f;‘

b D22 [4aSC’F (022, w3) — O(—22, —23)) (f1(—21,b) — fi(x3,D)) (3.32)

a2 (0. z3) = O(—1, —w)) fy(~a2.0) + O(ad),

-1

s = T [4ascF(9(x2,x3)—e(—xz,—xg))(?1(—331,1))—?1(:53,1))) (3.33)

0,7 (01, 2) = (a1, —w3) fy(—22,b) + O(a?)]

L2

f;\

The twist-three function gz is suppressed by an extra power of a,

1

Ve x O(a?). (3.34)

2
3.4 Angular distributions in L-TMD approximation

Finally, we can report the genuine part of the angular coefficients in the L-TMD approximation.
Since only the distribution f5- is non-zero at LO, most part of eq. (2.71-2.74) is vanishing. Further-
more, the LO convolutions with C; is also vanishing, because C; ~ d(u2), while the quark part of
f5- is vanishing at this point, and the gluon part is non-zero only for uy < —x < 0. Consequently,
only the convolutions of type Jxr with distributions f5- produce non-zero contribution. We find

- 8 2|qT| ’ ’
Z% TMD — 3N SQ2 Z Q4AGA Q ZEZG GG jL TMD (3.35)
£.G,G"
. 8w 4|qT| ’ ’
ZL TMD _ Q4A A , ZEJG GG jL TMD7 (3.36)
3 3N, SQ2 f%:G/ G \/7_» 14
sy ™MP = 0(a), (3.37)
YETMD — 0 (a?). (3.38)

The convolutions JE TP are defined as

1 (e e} db 7_2 —2D(b,u)
L-TMD __ - R
e 1 ¢ (3.39)

I
3qq®fl(xlvb)?1($2»b)isqq ®?1(x1,b)f1(x2,b)
*fl(ﬂfhb)sqq ®?1($27 ):Ff (xh )Sqq®f1(I2,b)
+549 @ fo(w1,) (fL(w2,0) £ fy(22,0))

— (fi1,b) % Fr(21,6)) 500 @ fola, )]
where ® indicates the ordinary Mellin convolution
1
dy x
sw (@)= [ Lst)s () | (3.40)
The coefficient functions s4q and sy at LO are

4CLSCF

m + O(as)? ng<.’1?) = a3<1 - 3’3) + O(as). (341)

8qq(7) =
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Figure 2. Comparison of A; measurement at @ € [80,100]GeV by ATLAS [25], CMS [26] and LHCb
[27] during the /s = 8TeV run to the theoretical prediction. The dashed line shows the prediction of KPC
term computed in ref. [38] (shown without uncertainties). The solid line demonstrates the sum of KPC and
L-TMD part. The computation is done using ART23 [66] TMDPDFs and their uncertainty (green band).

We emphasize that the Collins-Soper kernel in eq. (3.39) is for the quark flavor, despite one of TMD
distributions is the gluon TMD distribution.
In eq. (3.35) and (3.38) we intentionally extracted the factor |gr|, because it properly represents

JETMD are dimensionless, finite at gr — 0

the behavior of this power correction. The convolutions
and have a typical LP behavior, despite of the common factor |gr|~!. This can be seen using a

well-known identity for Bessel functions

*_db 1 [ bdb
/0 mJl(qu:rI)F(b)=§/0 5 (Jo(blar]) + Ja(blgr|)) F(b), (3.42)

where F'(b) is a decreasing scalar function. The right-hand-side of this relation is finite at g7 — 0,
and is structurally similar to the LP convolutions eq. (2.47). Therefore, we explicitly confirm our
original expectation that terms extracted by the L-TMD approximation are responsible for the
generation of gr/Q correction.

It is instructive to compare eq. (3.35-3.38) with the existing collinear computations of ref. [32,
33, 40, 65]. The comparison cannot be done one-to-one, because both factorizations are frame-
dependent and describe different kinematical limits, and therefore cannot be matched. Moreover,
some parts are hidden in the KPC. Nonetheless, we observe the same combinations of flavors and
integral convolutions as in eq. (3.39), which provide an extra check of algebra. The distributions
Y67 are also predicted by collinear factorization as O(a?) [32], and also obey the same composition
of distributions that follows from L-TMD approximation.

The comparison of the theoretical prediction with the data by LHC [25-27] is shown in fig. 2.
The theoretical prediction includes the KPC term and the ¢r/Q term. The unpolarized TMDPDF
are taken from ART23 extraction [66]. The non-perturbative part for the optimal gluon TMDPDF,
which is not known, is taken as exp(—b%/2) and we find little sensitivity to this function. We also
show the resummed-KPC term determined in ref. [38] by a dashed line. One can clearly see that
the KPC grows faster than the data. The correction provided by ¢r/Q term has negative sign and
compensates this growth. Together these terms provide a very good agreement with the data.

The comparison with experimental measurements of Az is shown in fig. 3. This distribution is
very small, mainly due to the z_, constant which is 2ZZ ~ —0.05. Alike A;, the sizes of KPC and
qr/Q corrections are similar at gr ~ 10-15GeV. The theoretical prediction is in agreement with the
data, although the later is a bit controversial and uncertain.

4 Conclusion

In this work, we suggest an approach for the explicit determination of gy /Q-corrections within
TMD factorization. It consists in isolating singular terms and approximating them in terms of LP
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Figure 3. Comparison of A3 measurement at Q) € [80,100]GeV by ATLAS [25], CMS [26] and LHCb
[27] during the y/s = 8TeV run to the theoretical prediction. The dashed line shows the prediction of KPC
term computed in ref. [38] (shown without uncertainties). The solid line demonstrates the sum of KPC and
L-TMD part. The computation is done using ART23 [66] TMDPDFs and their uncertainty (green band).

TMD distributions. This approximation, which we call the leading-TMD (L-TMD) approximation,
preserves the original evolution properties of TMD distributions and thus maintains the consistency
of the TMD factorization theorem. The drawback is the redundant freedom in the definition of
higher-twist distributions, which becomes dependent on the explicit form of the L-TMD approxi-
mation. Nonetheless, this ambiguity is relevant only at low-@ and is therefore marginal compared
to the significant improvement in the predictive power of the TMD factorization approach.

As a study case, we consider the L-TMD approximation for the angular distributions of the
Drell-Yan lepton pair at NLP. Among eight distributions, the linear gr/Q correction appears only in
the angular distributions A; 3 7. The L-TMD approximation describes all of them, but for A and
Az, it requires an NLO perturbative computation. For A; and A3 we find a very good agreement
between experimental measurements and the theoretical predictions computed here. Let us also
mention that, in this work, for the first time, we present the DY angular distributions at NLP with
a clear separation of different twist contributions and including NLO coefficient functions.

The approximation that we suggest opens a new avenue for studies of TMD factorization frame-
work. The L-TMD approximation can be formulated for the TMD distributions of higher-TMD-
twist too. Then, one can consider higher-power terms of the factorization and extract their ¢r/Q
part. Ultimately, one may think about an all-power resummation with the L-TMD approximation,
which can lead to the description of the whole-range gr-spectrum within the TMD approach.
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A Lepton tensor decomposition

The angular sub-structure of the cross-section is entirely encoded in the lepton tensor. For that
reason, it is most convenient to decompose the lepton tensor priory to the convolution with the
hadron tensor in the system of initial hadrons. The corresponding decomposition has been derived
in ref. [38]. For completeness we summarize it here.
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The Born approximation for the unpolarized lepton tensor (induced by the vector bosons G
and G') reads

L = 4[58 0 + 1 — g ) — 26 e Py (A.1)

Here, [ and I’ are the momentum of the negatively and positively charged leptons, respectively. The
factors sz/ denote the subsequent electro-weak coupling combinations

’ ’
&€ + a%aC

ZJC:ZG = 2(gggGR’ +gégé’) = 452 2 ) (AQ)
S5, Coy
G G G, G’
/ v7a” +a’v
257 = 209898 — 9696) =~ a (A.3)
SwCw

where the subscript £ is used to indicate that these coupling constants are taken with lepton quantum
numbers.

The decomposition of this tensor with respect to azimutal angles of leptons in the Collins-Soper
frame [39] is

Lo, = () |59 Y0 Su@.0)er +:7 > S.0.0)e8" |, (A.4)
n=U,0,1,2,5,6 n=3,4,7

where the S,,(0, ¢) variables constitute a set of independent angular structures and £4¥ are known
tensors. These angular structures read

1— 2
Sy (0,6) =1+ cos?0, So(8, ¢) = %59, S1(0, ¢) = sin 26 cos ¢,
1
Sa2(0,¢) = 3 sin? 6 cos 2¢ S3(0,¢) = sin 6 cos ¢, S4(0,¢) = cosb, (A.5)
S5(0, ¢) = sin® O sin 2¢ Se(0, ) = sin 20 sin ¢, S7(0, ¢) = sin O sin .

Upon the integration over the full solid angle, all structures, except Sy, vanish

167 —U
[aasu0.0=¢ 5" =0 (A6)
0, otherwise.
The £KY tensors are
v v 9"q
gy =g - o (A7)
v nt*  nk nY nY
T ——, ( - ) ( - ) | (A8)
q+ q- q+ q—
|8 () (-8 (5 @)
gerY = _— | — - = —_— - — - = — - =11, A9
P e @)\ @) T\l @) s T @ (4.9)
WV Q2
zﬂ”zz(ﬂ"—qq>+(2—1>2“” A.10
2 g Q2 q% 0 ( )
g (&) (&) (F- &) (&)
S ||— S ) ——-S )+ =) (— -5 )|,
2"\ @)\ @) T\ @)\ @
praf wrvafB,, -
o =i <€ Gotp | £ q“nﬁ) (A.11)
lqr| q+ q—
oy no ey p
o — ;T <6 AL a B), A12
4 Q q+ q— ( )
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_ 7 1 A v v AV
Sgu _ TQ [(2(1_”_") §’ + gt (2q_n_n>:|’ (A13)

297 Q> ¢ ¢ Q* 9 q
v T nt ot _, (nY Y
i (2B e (-5
2lgr| [\a+ g- a4 q-

2 n n SV v =y n v v
rEEDED-EHE-H)
lar| [\a+ ¢*/) \a- ¢ - @) \a+ «q
where the vectors 7 and n are defined by hadron’s momenta p; and ps, correspondingly, and
@ = P g nmy. (A.16)

The tensors £ are dimensionless and transverse to ¢*, i.e., ¢, £h" = ¢, £hY = 0.

B Coupling constants and propagators for neutral bosons

The computation of Z/v-boson production involves the current

(v — aG’YS)7 (B.1)

1
wi = gr7" (1+9°) + 979" (1 =1°) = 5
Swew
where gg, gf, va, and ag represent the right, left, vector and axial electroweak coupling constants,
respectively, and the label G denotes the type of gauge boson. The left/right and vector/axial
couplings relate to each other as

vp = 2swew (9% +959),  ap =2swew(gf — g%), (B.2)

where sy and ey are sine and cosine of Weinberg angle. The couplings ¢& and g%, particularized
for neutral electroweak bosons , are
Z__efs%V Z_T3_€f8%/V R_ L _ % (B.3)
9r = 23WCW’ gL = 25WCW ) g'y - g'y - .
where ey is the electric charge of a fermion f (in units of e), T3 is the third projection of its weak
isospin.
Describing the Drell-Yan reaction the couplings appear in the following combinations

’ ’
&€ + a%aC

GG’

aa |, aa
277 = 2(9r9p +9097 )= 152 2 ) (B.4)
wew
¢, ¢ GG
GG’ G .G | GG vve —a-a
riY = 209R9E TILIR) = a2 ; (B.5)
wew
a,. ¢ | GG
felel ¢ ¢ _ G d vTa” ta”v
227 = 29R9R ~9L9L) = o = : (B.6)
wew
¢,.¢ GG
GG’ G G G G vTa —a"v
r2Y = 209R9E —9L9R) = —fa 2 (B.7)
wew

All possible coupling constants combinations for the neutral bosons we are interested in can be
obtained by substituting eq. (B.3) into eq. (B.4-B.7)
D=1 =€, (B.8)
Y Y
zlp=rly = 0,

NZ _ Zy _ ~NZ _ Zvy ef(T?) - 2ef8%/V) o |ef| - 46?"3%4/
S S A T - (B-9)
2swew 4s,cw
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T3 — 2e;Tasqy, + 2efsy, (1 —2lep|syy)? + defsyy

zZ7
- = B.10
“+f 2s%,c2, 8s¥, ¢ ’ ( )
(epsty —Ts) _ 235% —les
z7 f(efSW Tg) efSW ef
7m-i-f = 02 - 202 ) (Bll)
w w
Tse les]
'yZ: Z'y:_'yZ Z'y:_ 3Cf _ f B.12
p T Ay T =y 2swew 431}[/01/[/7 ( ’ )
-f 252, ¢2 8s%,cd, '
r?7 =0. (B.14)

Note, that f denotes the flavor of the quark fields. For the case of lepton, values of ey and T3 must
be replaced by corresponding values for the lepton (—1 and —1/2 correspondingly).

We also list the sums of the gauge-boson propagators, which appear in the cross-section. Using
the neutral boson propagator in the form

e Sz
Ag = - B.15
CT @0 T QoM+ il My (B-15)
we obtain the list of all appearing combinations is
ZQ4 ag’, ?/AEAG’ = (B.16)
telel
T 4 7 2Q*(Q* — M3) 77 .27 Q*
Zre +f+z+tz +f(Q2 )2+F2ZM§+Z +0 24 (QQ_M%)2+F2ZM%3
> QG AGAG = (B.17)
telel
e o I L% 2@2(@2 *M%) 22,27 Q4
“ie +f+ +¢ +f(Q2 )2+F2ZM%+Z+€ +f (QQ_M%)2+F2ZM%’
Z Q4Z§gG/Z§JC¢; AGAg/ = (BlS)
telel
NZNE 2Q%(Q* — M3) 477,77 Q*
CU@ - My A TEME T T (QP - M) TR M
2Q°MzT
Q*i2%¢ TGG ALAG = 202772 : (B.19)
2 QTS Ml = LT G e 13T
Note, the case of W-boson can be easily obtained using that g}’{ =0, and
V / V ’ 2
V= AR W = VW = Vir| , W =o. (B.20)

25w 4s%,

Since the couplings are not diagonal in flavors, the TMD distributions should be summed in the
correct flavor combinations.
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