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Abstract: The transverse momentum dependent (TMD) factorization theorem accommodates

various types of power corrections. Among them, the least studied are qT /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 qT /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 qT /Q corrections. These corrections

are significant for the angular distributions A1 and A3, 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 qT ≪ Q, where qT is the transverse momentum of the

probing particle and Q 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 qT 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/Q2, and so forth.

It is important to remark that the expansion in inverse powers of Q 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.
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The factors of 1/Q can be accompanied by various kinematic scales, such as qT (the transverse

momentum of the probe), kT (the transverse momentum of the parton), M (the hadron mass), or

Λ (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

dσNLP = dσKPC + dσgNLP, (1.1)

where dσKPC is the contribution of kinematic power corrections (KPC), and dσgNLP 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 kT , and thus are named kT /Q corrections. Arguably, KPC are the most significant,

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 Λ/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 qT /Q terms, which form of the large-qT 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 qT /Q contribution is hidden in the genuine power correction term.

The origin of the qT /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 kT ) [24].

In momentum space this implies that they exhibit power-like growth as kT → ∞. This singularity

generates terms that scale as qT /Q, instead of the expected Λ/Q, thereby spoiling a straightforward

power counting.

We propose here a decomposition/redefinition of twist-three TMD distributions1 that explicitly

reveals this singularity and parametrizes it in terms of twist-two TMD distributions. We construct

Φ3 = Φ̂3 + S ⊗ Φ2, (1.2)

where Φ3(2) is a TMD distribution of twist-three(-two), S is a perturbative kernel that contains the

singularity and ⊗ is an integral convolution. The function Φ̂3 is regular. Applying this decomposi-

tion, the cross-section, eq. (1.1), turns into

dσNLP = dσKPC + d̂σ
gNLP

+
qT
Q

dσL-TMD, (1.3)

where d̂σ
gNLP

represents dσgNLP with all twist-three distributions replaced by their regular parts

Φ̂3, and dσL-TMD 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 ⊗ Φ2, 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 kT /Q, Λ/Q and qT /Q. Moreover, at

sufficiently large-Q (that is kT /Q, qT /Q ≫ Λ/Q), the term d̂σ
gNLP

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.
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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 qT ), 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 qT )

[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 A1 distribution, where the prediction is approximately twice as large as the measurement.

In this work, we show that this discrepancy arises from the qT /Q correction. After addition of the

qT /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 qT /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

h1(p1) + h2(p2) → γ∗/Z(q) + X → ℓ−(l) + ℓ+(l′) + 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, l2 = l′2 = p21,2 = 0, and unpolarized. The cross-section

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]

dσ

d4qdΩ
=

3

16π

dσ

d4q

[
(1 + cos2 θ) +

1 − 3 cos2 θ

2
A0 + sin 2θ cosϕA1 +

sin2 θ cos 2ϕ

2
A2 (2.2)

+ sin θ cosϕA3 + cos θA4 + sin2 θ sin 2ϕA5 + sin 2θ sinϕA6 + sin θ sinϕA7

]
=

3

16π

dσ

d4q

∑
n=U,0,...,7

Sn(θ, ϕ)An,

where An are the angular distributions. Angular distributions Ai 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

dσ =
2α2

em

s

d3l

2E

d3l′

2E′

∑
GG′

LGG′, µνW
µν
GG′∆

∗
G(q)∆G′(q). (2.3)

Here, αem = e2/4π is the QED coupling constant, s = (p1 + p2)2 is the center-of-mass energy,

the index G runs over the gauge boson type, and ∆G is the propagator of the corresponding gauge
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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 θ and ϕ is entirely contained in the

lepton tensor, which can be written as

Lµν
GG′ = (−Q2)

zGG′

+ℓ

∑
n=U,0,1,2,5,6

Sn(θ, ϕ)Lµν
n + zGG′

−ℓ

∑
n=3,4,7

Sn(θ, ϕ)Lµν
n

 , (2.4)

where Sn are angular modulations that correspond to distributions An (they are given explicitly in

eq. (A.5)), and

zGG′

±ℓ = 2(gRGg
R
G′ ± gLGg

L
G′) (2.5)

is the combination of electro-weak coupling constants for the lepton. The tensors Lµν
n can be

expressed in terms of the vectors n̄, n and q, i.e. using the hadronic momenta, which greatly

simplifies the algebraic computation. The expressions for Lµν
n 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),

ΣU =
dσ

d4q
, An =

Σn

ΣU
. (2.6)

with

Σn =
4πα2

em

3s
(−Q2)

∑
GG′

Lµν
n Wµν

GG′z
GG′

nℓ ∆∗
G∆′

G. (2.7)

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 Σn at LP and NLP.

2.1 Hadron tensor

The hadron tensor for DY is defined as

Wµν
GG′ =

∫
d4y

(2π)4
e−i(qy)⟨p1, p2|J†µ

G (y)Jν
G′(0)|p1, p2⟩, (2.8)

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

Jµ
G = q̄(gGRγ

µ(1 + γ5) + gGL (1 − γ5))q, (2.9)
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where gR,L 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

ωµ
G = gGRγ

µ(1 + γ5) + gGL (1 − γ5), (2.10)

such that Jµ
G = q̄ωµ

Gq. For the case of photon production one has ωµ
γ = γµ.

The hadron tensor has three terms up to the order of our interest,

Wµν =
1

Nc

∫
d2b

(2π)2
e−i(qb)

(
W̃µν

LP + W̃µν
KPC + W̃µν

gNLP + ...
)
, (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

W̃µν
LP = CLP

(
τ2

µ2

)∑
n,m

[1

4
Tr
(
ωµ
GΓ

−
mων

G′Γ
+

n

)
Φ

[Γ+
n ]

11 (x1, b;µ, ζ)Φ
[Γ−

m]

11 (x2, b;µ, ζ̄) (2.12)

+
1

4
Tr
(
ωµ
GΓ

+

nω
ν
G′Γ

−
m

)
Φ

[Γ+
n ]

11 (x1, b;µ, ζ)Φ
[Γ−

m]
11 (x2, b;µ, ζ̄)

]
,

where Φ11 and Φ11 are quark and anti-quark TMD distributions of twist-two (defined below in

eq. (2.17-2.20)), CLP is the hard coefficient function (given in eq. (2.16)). The variables τ2, x1 and

x2 are 2

τ2 = 2q+q− = Q2 + q2
T , x1 =

q+

p+1
, x2 =

q−

p−2
(2.13)

The pairs {Γ,Γ} are the elements of the complete Dirac basis that project only good components

of the quark spinors. They are

{Γ+,Γ
+} : {γ+, γ−}, {γ+γ5,−γ−γ5}, {iσα+γ5,−iσα−γ5}, (2.14)

{Γ−,Γ
−} : {γ−, γ+}, {γ−γ5,−γ+γ5}, {iσα−γ5,−iσα+γ5}.

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 x1,2, i.e. a TMD distribution that depends on x1(2)

is originated from hadron h1(2). Similarly, we omit the explicit flavor indices, which are understood

to be summed over all active quark flavors.

The variables ζ and ζ̄ are the scales associated with the renormalization of rapidity divergences.

These scales must satisfy

ζζ̄ = τ2 = 2q+q−. (2.15)

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

vµ = n̄µv+ + nµv− + vµT ,

where vT is the transverse part, and n and n̄ are light-cone vectors n2 = n̄2 with (nn̄) = 1. Vectors n and n̄ are

associated with the hadron momenta pµ1 = n̄µp+1 and pµ2 = nµp+2 . The scalar product of transverse components

written in the bold font is Euclidian, i.e. q2
T = |q2T | = −q2T > 0 and b2 = |b2| = −b2 > 0. We also use the standard

notation for two-index transverse tensors: gµνT = gµν − nµn̄ν − n̄µnν and ϵµν
T = ϵ−+µν .
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The scale µ 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 CLP is the LP hard coefficient

function. At NLO it reads

CLP

(
τ2

µ2

)
= 1 + 2as(µ)CF

(
−L2 + 3L− 8 +

7π2

6

)
+ O(a2s), (2.16)

where CF = (N2
c −1)/2Nc (for SU(Nc) gauge group), as = g2/(4π)2 is the QCD coupling constant,

and L = ln(τ2/µ2). Nowadays, CLP, as well as, the TMD evolution function are known up to N4LO

[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

Φ
[Γ]
11 (x, b) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dλ

2π
e−ixλP+

⟨P, s|q̄W †(λn + b)
Γ

2
Wq(0)|P, s⟩, (2.17)

where |P, s⟩ is a hadron state with large component of momentum P+, and

W (x) = [−∞n + x, x] = P exp

(
−ig

∫ 0

−∞
dσA+(x + σn)

)
(2.18)

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

Φ
[Γ]

11 (x, b) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dλ

2π
e−ixλP+

Tr⟨P, s|Γ
2
Wq(λn + b)q̄W †(0)|P, s⟩. (2.19)

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

Φ11,µν(x, b) =
1

xp+

∫ ∞

−∞

dλ

2π
e−ixλP+

⟨P, s|Fµ+W
†(λn + b)

Γ

2
WFν+(0)|P, s⟩, (2.20)

where Fµν 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

W̃µν
KPC =

i

4
CLP

(
τ2

µ2

)∑
n,m

{
(2.21)

n̄µTr[ωρ
GΓ

−
mων

G′Γ
+

n ] + n̄νTr[ωµ
GΓ

−
mωρ

G′Γ
+

n ]

q−
Φ

[Γ+
n ]

11

(
∂ρ +

∂ρD
2

ln

(
ζ̄

ζ

))
Φ

[Γ−
m]

11

+
n̄µTr[ωρ

GΓ
+

nω
ν
G′Γ

−
m] + n̄νTr[ωµ

GΓ
+

nω
ρ
G′Γ

−
m]

q−
Φ

[Γ+
n ]

11

(
∂ρ +

∂ρD
2

ln

(
ζ̄

ζ

))
Φ

[Γ−
m]

11

+
nµTr[ωρ

GΓ
−
mων

G′Γ
+

n ] + nνTr[ωµ
GΓ

−
mωρ

G′Γ
+

n ]

q+
Φ

[Γ−
m]

11

(
∂ρ +

∂ρD
2

ln

(
ζ

ζ̄

))
Φ

[Γ+
n ]

11

+
nµTr[ωρ

GΓ
+

nω
ν
G′Γ

−
m] + nνTr[ωµ

GΓ
+

nω
ρ
G′Γ

−
m]

q+
Φ

[Γ−
m]

11

(
∂ρ +

∂ρD
2

ln

(
ζ

ζ̄

))
Φ

[Γ+
n ]

11

}
,

where for shortness we have omitted the arguments of the TMD distributions, and ∂ρ = ∂/∂bρ.

As so, all Φ[Γ+
n ] and Φ

[Γ+
n ]

have argument (x1, b, µ, ζ), while all Φ[Γ−
m] and Φ

[Γ−
m]

have argument
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(x2, b, µ, ζ̄), which also defines the associated hadron. The function D(b, µ) is the Collins-Soper

kernel that dictates the evolution of TMD distributions with respect to the scale ζ.

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 qµ

qµW
µν = 0.

At LP, the direct computation yields

qµW
µν
LP ∼ M

Q
̸= 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

qµ (Wµν
LP + Wµν

KPC) ∼ M2

Q2
̸= 0 , (2.22)

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 ∂ρ 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

ζ and ζ̄ as long as the relation eq. (2.15) is satisfied. This implies the invariance under the rescaling

ζ → αζ and ζ̄ → ζ̄/α with α > 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(
∂ρ +

∂ρD
2

ln

(
ζ

ζ̄

))
Φ(x, b;µ, ζ) =

(
∂ρ +

∂ρD
2

ln

(
ζ2

τ2

))
Φ(x, b;µ, ζ), (2.23)

where we used eq. (2.15). Evolving the distribution to an another scale ζ1 we get(
∂ρ +

∂ρD
2

ln

(
ζ2

τ2

))(
ζ

ζ1

)−D(b,µ)

Φ(x, b;µ, ζ1) (2.24)

=

(
ζ

ζ1

)−D(b,µ)(
∂ρ +

∂ρD
2

ln

(
ζ21
τ2

))
Φ(x, b;µ, ζ1).

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

Wµν
gNLP =

−i

4

∫ 1

−1

du1du2du3δ(u1 + u2 + u3)

{
(2.25)
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[
CRT

µνρ
− (n̄, n) − iπCIT

µνρ
+ (n̄, n)

](
δ(x2 − u3)Φ

[Γ+
n ]

11 Φ
[Γ−

m]

ρ,⊕ + δ(x1 − u3)Φ
[Γ+

n ]
ρ,⊕ Φ

[Γ−
m]

11

)
−
[
iCRT

µνρ
+ (n̄, n) + πCIT

µνρ
− (n̄, n)

](
δ(x2 − u3)Φ

[Γ+
n ]

11 Φ
[Γ−

m]

ρ,⊖ + δ(x1 − u3)Φ
[Γ+

n ]
ρ,⊖ Φ

[Γ−
m]

11

)
+
[
CRT

µνρ
− (n, n̄) − iπCIT

µνρ
+ (n, n̄)

](
δ(x2 − u3)Φ

[Γ+
n ]

11 Φ
[Γ−

m]
ρ,⊕ + δ(x1 − u3)Φ

[Γ+
n ]

ρ,⊕ Φ
[Γ−

m]
11

)
−
[
iCRT

µνρ
+ (n, n̄) + πCIT

µνρ
− (n, n̄)

](
δ(x2 − u3)Φ

[Γ+
n ]

11 Φ
[Γ−

m]
ρ,⊖ + δ(x1 − u3)Φ

[Γ+
n ]

ρ,⊖ Φ
[Γ−

m]
11

)}
,

where Φρ,• are TMD distributions of twist-three defined below in eq. (2.31 - 2.36). Throughout

the text we use • 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 Φ•Φ11 have

arguments as Φ•(u1, u2, u3, b;µ, ζ)Φ11(x2, b;µ, ζ̄), while products of the form Φ11Φ• have arguments

as Φ11(x1, b;µ, ζ)Φ•(u1, u2, u3, b;µ, ζ̄). The tensors T are defined as

Tµνρ
± (n̄, n) =

(
n̄µ

q−
− nµ

q+

)
Tr[ωρ

GΓ
−
mων

G′Γ
+

n ] ±
(
n̄ν

q−
− nν

q+

)
Tr[ωµ

GΓ
−
mωρ

G′Γ
+

n ], (2.26)

Tµνρ
± (n, n̄) =

(
nµ

q+
− n̄µ

q−

)
Tr[ωρ

GΓ
+

nω
ν
G′Γ

−
m] ±

(
nν

q+
− n̄ν

q−

)
Tr[ωµ

GΓ
+

nω
ρ
G′Γ

−
m]. (2.27)

The coefficient functions CR and CI originate from a single complex-valued coefficient function,

derived at NLO in ref. [16]. Functions CR and CI 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 q2 is

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 CI in the DY process

(this is one of the results of this paper),

CR

(
u2, x,

τ2

µ2

)
=

1

(u2)+
+ as

{
2

CF

(u2)+

(
−L2 + 2L− 11

2
+

7π2

6

)
(2.28)

+2

(
CF − CA

2

)
1

(u2)+

x

u2

[(
L− 2 +

1

2
ln

(
|x + u2|

x

))
ln

(
|x + u2|

x

)
+

π2

2
θ(−x− u2)

]
+CA

x

x + u2

[
−
(

ln |u2|
u2

)
+

+
lnx

(u2)+
− π2

2
δ(u2)

]}
+ O(a2s)

CI

(
u2, x,

τ2

µ2

)
= δ(u2) + as

{
2CF

[
δ(u2)

(
−L2 + 2L− 15

2
+

7π2

6

)
+

1

(u2)+

]
(2.29)

+2

(
CF − CA

2

)[
δ(u2)L +

1

(u2)+

x

u2

(
θ(−x− u2)(L− 2) − θ(x + u2) ln

(
|x + u2|

x

))]
+CA

[
δ(u2)(lnx + 2) − θ(u2)

(u2)+

x

x + u2

]}
+ O(a2s),

with CF = (N2
c − 1)/(2Nc), CA = Nc and L = ln(τ2/µ2). The “plus” distribution is defined as∫

du
f(u)

(u)+
=

∫
du

f(u) − f(0)

u
. (2.30)

The µ-dependence cancels between the TMD distributions and the coefficient functions CR,I . An

explicit demonstration of this cancellation at NLO can be found in refs. [16, 24].
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The twist-three TMDPDFs can have TMD-twist-(1,2) or (2,1). Correspondingly, they are

defined as

Φ
[Γ]
µ,21(x1, x2, x3, b) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dλ1dλ2

(2π)2
ei(x1λ1+x2λ2)P

+

(2.31)

⟨P, s|q̄[λ1n + b, λ2n + b]Fµ+W
†(λ2n + b)

Γ

2
Wq(0)|P, s⟩,

Φ
[Γ]
µ,12(x1, x2, x3, b) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dλ1dλ2

(2π)2
ei(x1λ1+x2λ2)P

+

(2.32)

⟨P, s|q̄W †(λ1n + b)
Γ

2
W (λ2n)Fµ+[λ2n, 0]q(0)|P, s⟩.

The anti-quark distributions are

Φ
[Γ]

µ,21(x1, x2, x3, b) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dλ1dλ2

(2π)2
ei(x1λ1+x2λ2)P

+

(2.33)

Tr⟨P, s|Γ
2
W (λ2n + b)Fµ+[λ2n + b, λ1n + b]q(λ1n + b)q̄W †(0)|P, s⟩,

Φ
[Γ]

µ,12(x1, x2, x3, b) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dλ1dλ2

(2π)2
ei(x1λ1+x2λ2)P

+

(2.34)

Tr⟨P, s|Γ
2
Wq(λ1n + b)q̄[0, λ2n]Fµ+W

†(λ2n)|P, s⟩,

where “Tr” contracts spinor and color indices. In both cases, the variables x1,2,3 are related by the

equation x1 + x2 + x3 = 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 x1, x2 and x3 as

the collinear momentum-fractions of partons, being xi 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 Φ12 do not mix with distributions Φ21 during the change of scales µ or ζ. 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

Φ
[Γ]
µ,⊕(x1,2,3; b) =

Φ
[Γ]
µ,21(x1,2,3; b) + Φ

[Γ]
µ,12(−x3,2,1; b)

2
, (2.35)

Φ
[Γ]
µ,⊖(x1,2,3; b) = i

Φ
[Γ]
µ,21(x1,2,3; b) − Φ

[Γ]
µ,12(−x3,2,1; b)

2
, (2.36)

and the same combinations for Φ. Here and in the following, we are using the shorthand notation

for the series of arguments x1,2,3 = (x1, x2, x3) and correspondingly −x3,2,1 = (−x3,−x2,−x1).

Under discrete transformations, Φ⊕ and Φ⊖ transform into themselves, making their interpretation

somewhat clearer. Specifically, the Φ⊕(⊖)(x1, x2, x3) with x3 > 0 represents the real (imaginary)

part of the interference between a quark with collinear momentum fraction x3 and a quark-gluon

pair with momentum fractions x1 and x2 [20]. A similar interpretation applies to the corresponding

antiquark distributions.

Expressing the physical process cross-section in terms of Φ⊕ and Φ⊖ 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 x and u3. Consequently, each term can be directly associated with a

specific partonic subprocess. However, a drawback of this construction is that Φ⊕ and Φ⊖ do not

have a definite TMD-twist, meaning they do not evolve independently. Their evolution equations
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take a matrix form, leading to mixing between Φ⊕ and Φ⊖. 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 u2 → 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

Φ
[Γ]
µ,•(x1,2,3, b) = Φ

[Γ]
µ,•(x1,2,3, b) − lim

|x2|→0
[R• ⊗ Φ11][Γ]µ (x1,2,3, b), (2.37)

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]

[R21 ⊗ Φ11][Γ]µ (x1,2,3, b) = ∂µD(b)Φ
[Γ]
11 (−x1, b) (θ(x2, x3) − θ(−x2,−x3)) , (2.38)

[R12 ⊗ Φ11][Γ]µ (x1,2,3, b) = ∂µD(b)Φ
[Γ]
11 (x3, b) (θ(x1, x2) − θ(−x1,−x2)) , (2.39)

where θ(x1, x2) is the product of Heaviside functions θ(x1)θ(x2). The limit |x2| → 0 should be

taken for each term independently, i.e. for the terms with θ(x2) it is the limit x2 → +0, while for

the terms with θ(−x2) it is the limit x2 → −0. As a result of the subtraction, the distributions

Φµ,• becomes continuous at x2 = 0 line, and thus the integration with 1/(u2)+ in eq. (2.25) is

well-defined. The subtraction procedure, and the recombination of divergent R ⊗ Φ-terms form

contributions proportional to ln(ζ/ζ̄), 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 Q. This arises because the lepton tensor is “exact”, meaning it retains all powers of

Q, 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

Φ
[γ+]
11 (x, b) = f1(x, b) + ... , (2.40)

Φ
[γ+γ5]
11 (x, b) = ... , (2.41)

Φ
[iσα+γ5]
11 (x, b) = iϵαµT bµMh⊥

1 (x, b) + ... , (2.42)

where dots denote the polarized terms that are not required for the present computation. The

distributions f1 and h⊥
1 are the unpolarized and Boer-Mulders TMDPDF, respectively. All TMD
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distributions are dimensionsless real functions that depend on b2 (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

ΣLP
U =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

[
(2.43)

zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

+f

(
1 +

q2
T

2Q2

)
J0[f1f1] − zGG′

+ℓ rGG′

+f

q2
T

2Q2
J2[h⊥

1 h
⊥
1 ]
]
,

ΣLP
2 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

[
(2.44)

−zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

+f

q2
T

Q2
J0[f1f1] + zGG′

+ℓ rGG′

+f

(
2 +

q2
T

Q2

)
J2[h⊥

1 h
⊥
1 ]
]
,

ΣLP
4 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

−f 2

√
1 +

q2
T

Q2
J0[{f1f1}A], (2.45)

ΣLP
5 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′izGG′

+ℓ rGG′

−f

√
1 +

q2
T

Q2
J2[{h⊥

1 h
⊥
1 }A], (2.46)

where q2
T = −q2T > 0. The coupling constants and the combinations of propagators are presented

in appendix B. The convolution functionals J are defined as

Jn[f1f1] = CLP

(
τ2

µ2

)∫ ∞

0

b db

2π
(bM)nJn(b|qT |) (2.47)

×
(
τ2

ζµ

)−2D(b,µ) [
f1(x1, b)f1(x2, b) + f1(x1, b)f1(x2, b)

]
,

Jn[{f1f1}A] = CLP

(
τ2

µ2

)∫ ∞

0

b db

2π
(bM)nJn(b|qT |) (2.48)

×
(
τ2

ζµ

)−2D(b,µ) [
f1(x1, b)f1(x2, b) − f1(x1, b)f1(x2, b)

]
,

where Jn is the Bessel function. In eq. (2.47, 2.48), we have applied the ζ-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 q2
T /Q

2. 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 n̄; 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 Σ5 (2.46) is originated by the interference between

γ and Z bosons (B.19). Due to it, it has an extra kinematical suppression factor ∼ ΓZ/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(
∂ρ +

∂ρD
2

ln

(
ζ

ζ̄

))
Φ

[γ+]
11 = −bρM2f̊1 + ... , (2.49)(

∂ρ +
∂ρD

2
ln

(
ζ

ζ̄

))
Φ

[iσα+γ5]
11 = iϵαρT Mh⊥

1 − iϵαµT bµb
ρM 3̊h⊥

1 + ... , (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

F̊ (x, b) =
2

M2

(
∂

∂b2
+

1

2
ln

(
ζ

ζ̄

)(
∂D(b)

∂b2

))
F (x, b), (2.51)

and the minus sign that appears in front of them in eq. (2.49) is due to b2 = −b2.

Computing the KPC contribution we obtain the following non-vanishing structure functions

ΣKPC
U =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

q2
T

Q2

[
− zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

+f J0[f1f1] + zGG′

+ℓ rGG′

+f J2[h⊥
1 h

⊥
1 ]
]
, (2.52)

ΣKPC
1 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

M

Q

[
(2.53)

zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

+f J1[f1f̊1 − f̊1f1] + zGG′

+ℓ rGG′

+f J1[b2M2(h⊥
1 h̊

⊥
1 − h̊⊥

1 h
⊥
1 )]
]
,

ΣKPC
2 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

2q2
T

Q2

[
zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

+f J0[f1f1] − zGG′

+ℓ rGG′

+f J2[h⊥
1 h

⊥
1 ]
]
, (2.54)

ΣKPC
3 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

2M√
τ2

zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

−f J1[{f1f̊1 − f̊1f1}A], (2.55)

ΣKPC
4 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

−2q2
T

Q
√
τ2

zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

−f J0[{f1f1}A], (2.56)

ΣKPC
5 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

−q2
T

Q
√
τ2

izGG′

+ℓ rGG′

−f J2[{h⊥
1 h

⊥
1 }A], (2.57)

ΣKPC
6 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

M√
τ2

izGG′

+ℓ rGG′

−f J1[b2M2{h⊥
1 h̊

⊥
1 + h̊⊥

1 h
⊥
1 }A], (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

J1[f1f̊2] = −|qT |
M

J0[f1f2] − J1[f̊1f2], (2.59)

J1[b2M2f1f̊2] =
|qT |
M

J2[f1f2] − 4J1[f1f2] − J1[b2M2f̊1f2]. (2.60)

The integration by parts helps to refactor some NLP contributions, and to demonstrate their NNLP

nature. The angular structures ΣU,2,4,5 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 Σ1,3,6 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,

Φ
µ[γ+]
• (x1,2,3, b) = ibµM2f⊥

• (x1,2,3, b) + ... , (2.61)

Φ
µ[γ+γ5]
• (x1,2,3, b) = −iϵµνT bνM

2g⊥• (x1,2,3, b) + ... , (2.62)

Φ
µ[iσα+γ5]
• (x1,2,3, b) = ϵµαT Mh•(x1,2,3, b) + (bµϵαβT bβ + ϵµβT bβb

α)M3h⊥
• (x1,2,3, b) + ... , (2.63)

where • 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

ΣgNLP
1 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

2M

Q

[
(2.64)

zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

+f J R
1 [{f1f⊥⊖ + f⊥⊖ f1}A + {f1g⊥

⊕ − g⊥
⊕f1}S ] − 2zGG′

+ℓ rGG′

+f J R
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊖ + h⊖h
⊥
1 }A]

+zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

+f J I
1 [{f1f⊥⊕ + f⊥⊕ f1}A − {f1g⊥

⊖ − g⊥
⊖f1}S ] − 2zGG′

+ℓ rGG′

+f J I
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊕ + h⊕h
⊥
1 }A]

]
,

ΣgNLP
3 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

4M√
τ2

[
(2.65)

zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

−f J R
1 [{f1f⊥⊖ + f⊥⊖ f1}S + {f1g⊥

⊕ − g⊥
⊕f1}A] + 2izGG′

−ℓ rGG′

−f J R
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊕ + h⊕h
⊥
1 }S ]

+zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

−f J I
1 [{f1f⊥⊕ + f⊥⊕ f1}S − {f1g⊥

⊖ − g⊥
⊖f1}A] − 2izGG′

−ℓ rGG′

−f J I
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊖ + h⊖h
⊥
1 }S ]

]
,

ΣgNLP
6 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

2M√
τ2

[
(2.66)

zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

−f J R
1 [{f1f⊥⊕ + f⊥⊕ f1}S − {f1g⊥

⊖ − g⊥
⊖f1}A] − 2izGG′

+ℓ rGG′

−f J R
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊖ + h⊖h
⊥
1 }S ]

−zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

−f J I
1 [{f1f⊥⊖ + f⊥⊖ f1}S + {f1g⊥

⊕ − g⊥
⊕f1}A] − 2izGG′

+ℓ rGG′

−f J I
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊕ + h⊕h
⊥
1 }S ]

]
,

ΣgNLP
7 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

4M

Q

[
(2.67)

zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

+f J R
1 [{f1f⊥⊕ + f⊥⊕ f1}A − {f1g⊥

⊖ − g⊥
⊖f1}S ] − 2zGG′

−ℓ rGG′

+f J R
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊕ + h⊕h
⊥
1 }A]

−zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

+f J I
1 [{f1f⊥⊖ + f⊥⊖ f1}A + {f1g⊥

⊕ − g⊥
⊕f1}S ] + 2zGG′

−ℓ rGG′

+f J I
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊖ + h⊖h
⊥
1 }A]

]
.

The convolution integral are defined as

J R
1 [{f1f•}S ] =

∫ ∞

0

b db

2π
(bM)J1(b|qT |)

(
τ2

ζµ

)−2D(b,µ) ∫ 1−x2

−1

du2CR

(
u2, x2;

τ2

µ2

)[
(2.68)

f1(x1, b)f•(−u2 − x2, u2, x2, b) + f1(x1, b)f•(−u2 − x2, u2, x2, b)
]
,

J R
1 [{f•f1}S ] =

∫ ∞

0

b db

2π
(bM)J1(b|qT |)

(
τ2

ζµ

)−2D(b,µ) ∫ 1−x1

−1

du2CR

(
u2, x1;

τ2

µ2

)[
(2.69)

f•(−u2 − x1, u2, x1, b)f1(x2, b) + f•(−u2 − x1, u2, x1, b)f1(x2, b)
]
,

where f1 is any TMD distribution of twist-two, and f• is any distribution of twist-three. For

convolutions J I
1 has the same form with the coefficient function CR been replaced by πCI . For

convolutions with label {..}A 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 f⊥
• , g⊥• and h•. They simplify by introducing the linear combinations

f⊥2 = f⊥⊖ − g⊥
⊕, g⊥

2 = f⊥⊕ + g⊥
⊖, f

⊥
2 = f

⊥
⊖ + g⊥

⊕, g⊥
2 = f

⊥
⊕ − g⊥

⊖, (2.70)

where argument (x1,2,3, b;µ, ζ) is omitted for all distributions. Note, that for the anti-quark distri-

butions f
⊥
2 and g⊥

2 the sign of the g•-part inverts. This is due to its Dirac structure γ+(1 + γ5),

which turns to γ+(1 − γ5) under the conjugation. The combinations (2.70) are related to the

twist-three bi-quark TMD distributions f⊥ and g⊥ [24, 49, 50].

In the terms of f⊥2 and g⊥
2 , eq. (2.64-2.67) reads

ΣgNLP
1 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

2M

Q

[
(2.71)

zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

+f J R
1 [{f1f⊥2 + f⊥2 f1}A] − 2zGG′

+ℓ rGG′

+f J R
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊖ + h⊖h
⊥
1 }A]

+zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

+f J I
1 [{f1g⊥

2 + g⊥
2 f1}A] − 2zGG′

+ℓ rGG′

+f J I
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊕ + h⊕h
⊥
1 }A]

]
,

ΣgNLP
3 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

4M√
τ2

[
(2.72)

zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

−f J R
1 [{f1f⊥2 + f⊥2 f1}S ] + 2izGG′

−ℓ rGG′

−f J R
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊕ + h⊕h
⊥
1 }S ]

+zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

−f J I
1 [{f1g⊥

2 + g⊥
2 f1}S ] − 2izGG′

−ℓ rGG′

−f J I
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊖ + h⊖h
⊥
1 }S ]

]
,

ΣgNLP
6 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

2M√
τ2

[
(2.73)

zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

−f J R
1 [{f1g⊥

2 + g⊥
2 f1}S ] − 2izGG′

+ℓ rGG′

−f J R
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊖ + h⊖h
⊥
1 }S ]

−zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

−f J I
1 [{f1f⊥2 + f⊥2 f1}S ] − 2izGG′

+ℓ rGG′

−f J I
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊕ + h⊕h
⊥
1 }S ]

]
,

ΣgNLP
7 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

4M

Q

[
(2.74)

zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

+f J R
1 [{f1g⊥

2 + g⊥
2 f1}A] − 2zGG′

−ℓ rGG′

+f J R
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊕ + h⊕h
⊥
1 }A]

−zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

+f J I
1 [{f1f⊥2 + f⊥2 f1}A] + 2zGG′

−ℓ rGG′

+f J I
1 [{h⊥

1 h⊖ + h⊖h
⊥
1 }A]

]
.

The pairs (f⊥2 ,g⊥
2 ) and (h⊕,h⊖) 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 R and J I .

The twist-three functions h⊥
⊕, h⊥

⊖, as well as the combinations f⊥⊕ − g⊥
⊖ and f⊥⊖ + g⊥

⊕ 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: f⊥2 , g⊥
2 , h⊥

⊕, and h⊥
⊖, in addition to the familiar

unpolarized f1 and Boer-Mulders h⊥
1 distributions.

– 14 –



In principle, a combination of measurements of structure functions A1,3,6,7 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 Λ/Q suppression, the actual correction

scales as qT /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 b2 → 0. This limit can be

systematically analyzed using the operator product expansion (OPE), which leads to

Φ11(x, b;µ, ζ) = CΦ/f (Lb;µ, ζ;µOPE) ⊗ fcoll(x, µOPE) + O(b2), (3.1)

where fcoll is a collinear distribution, C is the coefficient function and Lb = ln(µ2
OPEb

2). The scale

µOPE 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 fcoll depends on the nature

of the TMD distribution. For instance, in the case of the unpolarized TMD distribution f1, the

corresponding collinear counterpart is the unpolarized collinear parton distribution function (PDF)

of twist two. For the Sivers function f⊥
1T , the relevant collinear distributions are the twist-three

distributions T and ∆T . 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

Φµ•(x1,2,3, b;µ, ζ) =
bµ
b2

CΦ•/f (Lb;µ, ζ;µOPE) ⊗ fcoll(x, µOPE) + O(b0), (3.2)

where Φµ• 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 fcoll 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 b0 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

Φ̂µ•(x1,2,3, b;µ, ζ) = Φµ•(x1,2,3, b;µ, ζ) − bν

b2
[S ⊗ Φ11]µν(x1,2,3, b;µ, ζ), (3.3)

where S ⊗ Φ11 is a convolution of some known expression with a twist-two TMD distribution and

lim
b2→0

Φ̂•(x1,2,3, b;µ, ζ) = finite.

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 µ and ζ, in order to keep Φ̂ and [S ⊗ Φ11] independent at each

scale. This is rather difficult to achieve practically, because the function [S⊗Φ11] 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 definition3 of the TMD distributions [43]. Namely, before the

redefinition of Φ•, we evolve it to the scale ζµ, which is defined such that the double-logarithm

part of the evolution vanishes and the TMD distributions obey ordinary renormalization group

equations4. Thus the problem simplifies to

Φ̂µ•(x1,2,3, b;µ) = Φµ•(x1,2,3, b;µ) − bν

b2
[S ⊗ Φ11]µν(x1,2,3, b;µ), (3.4)

where the parameter ζ is absent because of the definition of the ζ-prescription.

In the small-b regime, the OPE for the optimal twist-two distribution is

Φ11(x, b) = CΦ11/f (Lb;µOPE) ⊗ fcoll(x, µOPE) + O(b2), (3.5)

where scales µ and ζ 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

fcoll(x, µ) = C−1
Φ11/f

(Lb;µ) ⊗ Φ11(x, b) + O(b2). (3.6)

The corresponding OPE for optimal twist-three distribution is

Φµ•(x1,2,3, b;µ) =
bν
b2

Cµν
Φ•/f

(Lb;µ) ⊗ fcoll(x, µ) + O(b0), (3.7)

3One can also define the decomposition with generic scales. However, it requires the introduction of intermediate

scales (µ, ζ) at which the quark TMD distribution is matched onto the gluon TMD distribution. In the ζ-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 ζµ 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 µ and ζ scaling, is x independent [24], and thus can

be eliminated. Moreover, it is eliminated using the same ζµ as for TMD distributions of twist-two.
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Fµ+

q q̄
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q q̄

Fµ+

Aν

Fµ+

Aν

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 µ and µOPE. Then substituting formally eq. (3.6) into eq. (3.7) we

obtain a result with all the desired properties, i.e.

[S ⊗ Φ11]µν(x1,2,3, b;µ) = Cµν
Φ•/f

(Lb;µ) ⊗ C−1
Φ11/f

(Lb;µ) ⊗ Φ11(x, b). (3.8)

This [S ⊗ Φ11] 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 Φµ•; and, importantly, the contracted

[S ⊗ Φ11]µ obeys the correct evolution equation, which is ensured by the OPE. Finally, one can

systematically improve the definition of [S⊗Φ11]µ 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(b2). This ambiguity can be mitigated by requesting extra properties of

subtraction procedure, for example, demanding exact subtraction of ∼ b2 correction, or of target-

mass corrections. Nonetheless, this problem is not severe, because Φ̂µ• (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 (q̄F q)-operator to two-point (q̄q) 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

Φ
[Γ]
µ,12(x1,2,3, b)

∣∣∣
quark

= as(µ)
CF

2

bν

b2
(θ(x1, x2) − θ(−x1,−x2)) (3.9)

×
∑
k

Tr

[
Γ
+

k

(
γµγν − x1

x3
γνγµ

)
Γ

]
ϕ[Γ+

k ](x3, µ) + O
(
b0,

a2s
b

)
,

Φ
[Γ]
µ,21(x1,2,3, b)

∣∣∣
quark

= as(µ)
CF

2

bν

b2
(θ(x2, x3) − θ(−x2,−x3)) (3.10)

×
∑
k

Tr

[
Γ

(
γνγµ − x3

x1
γµγν

)
Γ
+

k

]
ϕ[Γ+

k ](−x1, µ) + O
(
b0,

a2s
b

)
,
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where Γ ∈ Γ+. The collinear distribution is defined as

ϕ[Γ](x) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dλ

2π
e−ixλP+

⟨P, s|q̄(λn)
Γ

2
[λn, 0]q(0)|P, s⟩. (3.11)

The corrections to these expressions are either ∼ a2s/b (i.e. involving two-loop diagrams), or ∼ b0

(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

Φ
[Γ]
11 (x, b) = ϕ[Γ](x, µ) + O(as), (3.12)

where Γ ∈ Γ+. Consequently, the L-TMD approximation at LO for Φ12 and Φ21 is given simply by

eq. (3.9-3.10) with ϕ → Φ11.

Both eq. (3.9) and (3.10) have a discontinuity along the line x2 = 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

∂µD(b, µ) = 4as(µ)CF
bµ
b2

+ O(a2s, b
0), (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

Φ
[Γ]
µ,12(x1,2,3, b)

∣∣∣
quark

= as(µ)
CF

2

bν

b2
(θ(x1, x2) − θ(−x1,−x2)) (3.14)

×
∑
k

(
Tr

[
Γ
+

k

(
γµγν − x1

x3
γνγµ

)
Γ

]
Φ

[Γ+
k ]

11 (x3, b) − 2gµνTr
[
Γ
+

k Γ
]

Φ
[Γ+

k ]
11 (−x1, b)

)
+ O

(
b0,

a2s
b

)
,

Φ
[Γ]
µ,21(x1,2,3, b)

∣∣∣
quark

= as(µ)
CF

2

bν

b2
(θ(x2, x3) − θ(−x2,−x3)) (3.15)

×
∑
k

(
Tr

[
Γ

(
γνγµ − x3

x1
γµγν

)
Γ
+

k

]
Φ

[Γ+
k ]

11 (−x1, b) − 2gµνTr
[
Γ
+

k Γ
]

Φ
[Γ+

k ]
11 (x3, b)

)
+ O

(
b0,

a2s
b

)
,

where we used that −x1 − x3 = x2, and consequently, lim|x2|→0 x1 = −x3 and lim|x2|→0 x3 = −x1.

Due to the subtraction expressions (3.14, 3.15) are zero at x2 = 0. As the result, their contribution

vanishes in the integral with δ(u2), i.e. at the leading order of CI .

The matching to the gluon channel is the same for Φµ,12 and Φµ,21. It reads

Φ
[Γ]
µ,12(x1,2,3, b)

∣∣∣
gluon

= Φ
[Γ]
µ,21(x1,2,3, b)

∣∣∣
gluon

= −as(µ)

4

bν
b2

(θ(x1, x3) − θ(−x1,−x3)) (3.16)

×Tr

[(
x1

x2
γνγα − x3

x2
γαγν

)
γ−Γ

]
ϕµα(−x2, µ) + O

(
b0,

a2s
b

)
,

where the collinear gluon distribution is

ϕµν(x) =
1

xp+

∫ ∞

−∞

dλ

2π
e−ixλP+

⟨P, s|Fµ+(λn)[λn, 0]Fν+(0)|P, s⟩. (3.17)

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

Φ11,µν(x, b) = ϕµν(x, µ) + O(as). (3.18)
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Thus, at LO, one can simply replace ϕ by Φ, 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 ζ-prescription. Due to it, both eq. (3.18) and eq. (3.14- 3.15) are ζ-independent.

In the case of general scales, one must take into account that the ζ-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

Φ
[Γ]
µ,12(x1,2,3, b) = Φ̂

[Γ]
µ,12(x1,2,3, b) (3.19)

+
bν

b2

∫
dy

(∑
k

S
Γ,Γ

+
k

µν (x1,2,3, y)Φ
[Γ+

k ]
11 (y, b) + SΓ

µν,αβ(x1,2,3, y)Φαβ
11 (y, b)

)
,

Φ
[Γ]
µ,21(x1,2,3, b) = Φ̂

[Γ]
µ,21(x1,2,3, b) (3.20)

+
bν

b2

∫
dy

(
−
∑
k

S
†Γ,Γ+

k
µν (−x3,2,1, y)Φ

[Γ+
k ]

11 (y, b) + SΓ
µν,αβ(x1,2,3, y)Φαβ

11 (y, b)

)
,

where

S
Γ,Γ

+
k

µν (x1,2,3, y) = as(µ)
CF

2
(θ(x1, x2) − θ(−x1,−x2)) (3.21)(

Tr

[
Γ
+

k

(
γµγν − x3

x1
γνγµ

)
Γ

]
δ(y − x3) − 2gµνTr

[
Γ
+

k Γ
]
δ(y + x1)

)
+ O(a2s),

SΓ
µν,αβ(x1,2,3, y) = (3.22)

−as(µ)

4
(θ(x1, x3) − θ(−x1,−x3)) δ(y + x2)gµαTr

[(
x1

x2
γνγβ − x3

x2
γβγν

)
γ−Γ

]
+ O(a2s).

Here, the function Φ̂µ,• 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

Φ
[Γ]

µ,12(x1,2,3, b)
∣∣∣
quark

= −as(µ)
CF

2

bν

b2
(θ(x1, x2) − θ(−x1,−x2)) (3.23)

×
∑
k

Tr

[
Γ

(
γνγµ − x1

x3
γµγν

)
Γ
+

k

]
ϕ
[Γ+

k ]
(x3, µ) + O

(
b0,

a2s
b

)
,

Φ
[Γ]

µ,21(x1,2,3, b)
∣∣∣
quark

= −as(µ)
CF

2

bν

b2
(θ(x2, x3) − θ(−x2,−x3)) (3.24)

×
∑
k

Tr

[
Γ
+

k

(
γµγν − x3

x1
γνγµ

)
Γ

]
ϕ
[Γ+

k ]
(−x1, µ) + O

(
b0,

a2s
b

)
.

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

reads

Φ
[Γ]

µ,12(x1,2,3, b)
∣∣∣
gluon

= Φ
[Γ]

µ,21(x1,2,3, b)
∣∣∣
gluon

= −as(µ)

4

bν
b2

(θ(x1, x3) − θ(−x1,−x3)) (3.25)
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×Tr

[(
x3

x2
γνγα − x1

x2
γαγν

)
γ−Γ

]
ϕµα(−x2, µ) + O

(
b0,

a2s
b

)
.

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

obtain

Φ
[Γ]

µ,12(x1,2,3, b) = Φ̂
[Γ]

µ,12(x1,2,3, b) (3.26)

+
bν

b2

∫
dy

(
−
∑
k

S
†Γ,Γ+

k
µν (x1,2,3, y)Φ

[Γ+
k ]

11 (y, b) + SΓ
µν,αβ(x3,2,1, y)Φαβ

11 (y, b)

)
,

Φ
[Γ]

µ,21(x1,2,3, b) = Φ̂
[Γ]

µ,21(x1,2,3, b) (3.27)

+
bν

b2

∫
dy

(∑
k

S
Γ,Γ

+
k

µν (−x3,2,1, y)Φ
[Γ+

k ]
11 (y, b) + SΓ

µν,αβ(x3,2,1, y)Φαβ
11 (y, 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⊥• , g⊥
• , 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 h⊕ and h⊖ do not have any singularity at small-b, and thus

are zero in the L-TMD approximation. For the functions f⊥⊖ and g⊥
⊕ we obtain5

f⊥⊖

∣∣∣
L-TMD

=
1

b2M2

[
2asCF (θ(x2, x3) − θ(−x2,−x3))

(
x1 − x3

x1
f1(−x1, b) − 2f1(x3, b)

)
(3.28)

+
as
2

x1 − x3

x2
(θ(x1, x3) − θ(−x1,−x3)) fg(−x2, b) + O(a2s)

]
,

g⊥
⊕

∣∣∣
L-TMD

=
1

b2M2

[
2asCF (θ(x2, x3) − θ(−x2,−x3))

x2

x1
f1(−x1, b) (3.29)

+
as
2

(θ(x1, x3) − θ(−x1,−x3)) fg(−x2, b) + O(a2s)
]
.

The L-TMD approximation for anti-quark distributions is

f
⊥
⊖

∣∣∣
L-TMD

=
−1

b2M2

[
2asCF (θ(x2, x3) − θ(−x2,−x3))

(
x1 − x3

x1
f1(−x1, b) − 2f1(x3, b)

)
(3.30)

+
as
2

x1 − x3

x2
(θ(x1, x3) − θ(−x1,−x3)) fg(−x2, b) + O(a2s)

]
,

g⊥
⊕

∣∣∣
L-TMD

=
1

b2M2

[
2asCF (θ(x2, x3) − θ(−x2,−x3))

x2

x1
f1(−x1, b) (3.31)

+
as
2

(θ(x1, x3) − θ(−x1,−x3)) fg(−x2, b) + O(a2s)
]
.

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 f⊥⊕ and g⊥
⊖ 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⊥2 that appear in the cross-section at NLP eq. (2.70) in L-TMD approxima-

tion take the form

f⊥2

∣∣∣
L-TMD

=
1

b2M2

[
4asCF (θ(x2, x3) − θ(−x2,−x3)) (f1(−x1, b) − f1(x3, b)) (3.32)

+as
x1

x2
(θ(x1, x3) − θ(−x1,−x3)) fg(−x2, b) + O(a2s)

]
,

f
⊥
2

∣∣∣
L-TMD

=
−1

b2M2

[
4asCF (θ(x2, x3) − θ(−x2,−x3))

(
f1(−x1, b) − f1(x3, b)

)
(3.33)

+as
x1

x2
(θ(x1, x3) − θ(−x1,−x3)) fg(−x2, b) + O(a2s)

]
,

The twist-three function g⊥
2 is suppressed by an extra power of as

g⊥
2

∣∣∣
L-TMD

=
1

b2M2
×O(a2s). (3.34)

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 f⊥2 is non-zero at LO, most part of eq. (2.71-2.74) is vanishing. Further-

more, the LO convolutions with CI is also vanishing, because CI ∼ δ(u2), while the quark part of

f⊥2 is vanishing at this point, and the gluon part is non-zero only for u2 < −x < 0. Consequently,

only the convolutions of type JR with distributions f⊥2 produce non-zero contribution. We find

ΣL-TMD
1 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

−2|qT |
Q

zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

+f J L-TMD
+ (3.35)

ΣL-TMD
3 =

8πα2
em

3NcsQ2

∑
f,G,G′

Q4∆∗
G∆G′

−4|qT |√
τ2

zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

−f J L-TMD
− , (3.36)

ΣL-TMD
6 = O(a2s), (3.37)

ΣL-TMD
7 = O(a2s). (3.38)

The convolutions J L-TMD
± are defined as

J L-TMD
± =

1

|qT |

∫ ∞

0

db

2π
J1(b|qT |)

(
τ2

ζµ

)−2D(b,µ) [
(3.39)

sqq ⊗ f1(x1, b)f1(x2, b) ± sqq ⊗ f1(x1, b)f1(x2, b)

−f1(x1, b)sqq ⊗ f1(x2, b) ∓ f1(x1, b)sqq ⊗ f1(x2, b)

+sqg ⊗ fg(x1, b)
(
f1(x2, b) ± f1(x2, b)

)
−
(
f1(x1, b) ± f1(x1, b)

)
sqg ⊗ fg(x2, b)

]
,

where ⊗ indicates the ordinary Mellin convolution

s⊗ f(x) =

∫ 1

x

dy

y
s(y)f

(
x

y

)
. (3.40)

The coefficient functions sqq and sqg at LO are

sqq(x) =
4asCF

(1 − x)+
+ O(a2s), sqg(x) = as(1 − x) + O(a2s). (3.41)
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Figure 2. Comparison of A1 measurement at Q ∈ [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 |qT |, because it properly represents

the behavior of this power correction. The convolutions J L-TMD
± are dimensionless, finite at qT → 0

and have a typical LP behavior, despite of the common factor |qT |−1. This can be seen using a

well-known identity for Bessel functions∫ ∞

0

db

2π|qT |
J1(b|qT |)F (b) =

1

2

∫ ∞

0

b db

2π
(J0(b|qT |) + J2(b|qT |))F (b), (3.42)

where F (b) is a decreasing scalar function. The right-hand-side of this relation is finite at qT → 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 qT /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

Σ6,7 are also predicted by collinear factorization as O(a2s) [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 qT /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(−b2/2) 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 qT /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 A3 is shown in fig. 3. This distribution is

very small, mainly due to the z−ℓ constant which is zZZ
−ℓ ≈ −0.05. Alike A1, the sizes of KPC and

qT /Q corrections are similar at qT ∼ 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 qT /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
√
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-Q 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 qT /Q correction appears only in

the angular distributions A1,3,6,7. The L-TMD approximation describes all of them, but for A6 and

A7, it requires an NLO perturbative computation. For A1 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 qT /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 qT -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

Lµν
GG′ = 4

[
zGG′

+ℓ (lµl′ν + l′µlν − gµν(ll′)) − izGG′

−ℓ ϵµναβlαl
′
β

]
. (A.1)

Here, l and l′ are the momentum of the negatively and positively charged leptons, respectively. The

factors zGG′

±ℓ denote the subsequent electro-weak coupling combinations

zGG′

+ℓ = 2(gRGg
R
G′ + gLGg

L
G′) =

vGvG
′
+ aGaG

′

4s2W c2W
, (A.2)

zGG′

−ℓ = 2(gRGg
R
G′ − gLGg

L
G′) = −vGaG

′
+ aGvG

′

4s2W c2W
, (A.3)

where the subscript ℓ 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

Lµν
GG′ = (−Q2)

zGG′

+ℓ

∑
n=U,0,1,2,5,6

Sn(θ, ϕ)Lµν
n + zGG′

−ℓ

∑
n=3,4,7

Sn(θ, ϕ)Lµν
n

 , (A.4)

where the Sn(θ, ϕ) variables constitute a set of independent angular structures and Lµν
n are known

tensors. These angular structures read

SU (θ, ϕ) = 1 + cos2 θ, S0(θ, ϕ) =
1 − 3 cos2 θ

2
, S1(θ, ϕ) = sin 2θ cosϕ,

S2(θ, ϕ) =
1

2
sin2 θ cos 2ϕ S3(θ, ϕ) = sin θ cosϕ, S4(θ, ϕ) = cos θ, (A.5)

S5(θ, ϕ) = sin2 θ sin 2ϕ S6(θ, ϕ) = sin 2θ sinϕ, S7(θ, ϕ) = sin θ sinϕ.

Upon the integration over the full solid angle, all structures, except SU , vanish∫
dΩSn(θ, ϕ) =

{ 16π

3
, n = U,

0, otherwise.
(A.6)

The Lµν
n tensors are

Lµν
U = gµν − qµqν

Q2
, (A.7)

Lµν
0 = −q+q−

(
nµ

q+
− n̄µ

q−

)(
nν

q+
− n̄ν

q−

)
, (A.8)

Lµν
1 = q+q−

Q

|qT |

[(
nµ

q+
− qµ

Q2

)(
nν

q+
− qν

Q2

)
−
(
n̄µ

q−
− qµ

Q2

)(
n̄ν

q−
− qν

Q2

)]
, (A.9)

Lµν
2 = 2

(
gµν − qµqν

Q2

)
+

(
2
Q2

q2
T

− 1

)
Lµν
0 (A.10)

+4
Q2

q2
T

q+q−

[(
nµ

q+
− qµ

Q2

)(
nν

q+
− qν

Q2

)
+

(
n̄µ

q−
− qµ

Q2

)(
n̄ν

q−
− qν

Q2

)]
,

Lµν
3 = i

τ

|qT |

(
ϵµναβqαnβ

q+
+

ϵµναβqαn̄β

q−

)
(A.11)

Lµν
4 = i

τ

Q

(
ϵµναβqαnβ

q+
− ϵµναβqαn̄β

q−

)
, (A.12)
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Lµν
5 =

−τQ

2q2
T

[(
2
qµ

Q2
− nµ

q+
− n̄µ

q−

)
q̃ν + q̃µ

(
2
qν

Q2
− nν

q+
− n̄ν

q−

)]
, (A.13)

Lµν
6 =

τ

2|qT |

[(
nµ

q+
− n̄µ

q−

)
q̃ν + q̃µ

(
nν

q+
− n̄ν

q−

)]
, (A.14)

Lµν
7 = −i

Qτ2

|qT |

[(
nµ

q+
− qµ

q2

)(
n̄ν

q−
− qν

q2

)
−
(
n̄µ

q−
− qµ

q2

)(
nν

q+
− qν

q2

)]
, (A.15)

where the vectors n̄ and n are defined by hadron’s momenta p1 and p2, correspondingly, and

q̃µT = ϵµνρλqν n̄ρnλ. (A.16)

The tensors L are dimensionless and transverse to qµ, i.e., qµL
µν
n = qνL

µν
n = 0.

B Coupling constants and propagators for neutral bosons

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

ωµ
G = gGRγ

µ(1 + γ5) + gGL γ
µ(1 − γ5) =

1

2sW cW
γµ(vG − aGγ

5), (B.1)

where gGR , gGL , vG, 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

vf = 2sW cW (gGR + gGL ), af = 2sW cW (gGL − gGR), (B.2)

where sW and cW are sine and cosine of Weinberg angle. The couplings gGR and gGL , particularized

for neutral electroweak bosons , are

gZR =
−efs

2
W

2sW cW
, gZL =

T3 − efs
2
W

2sW cW
, gRγ = gLγ =

ef
2
, (B.3)

where ef 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

zGG′

+ = 2(gGRg
G′

R + gGL g
G′

L ) =
vGvG

′
+ aGaG

′

4s2W c2W
, (B.4)

rGG′

+ = 2(gGRg
G′

L + gGL g
G′

R ) =
vGvG

′ − aGaG
′

4s2W c2W
, (B.5)

zGG′

− = 2(gGRg
G′

R − gGL g
G′

L ) = −vGaG
′
+ aGvG

′

4s2W c2W
, (B.6)

rGG′

− = 2(gGRg
G′

L − gGL g
G′

R ) =
vGaG

′ − aGvG
′

4s2W c2W
. (B.7)

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)

zγγ+f = rγγ+f = e2f , (B.8)

zγγ−f = rγγ−f = 0,

zγZ+f = zZγ
+f = rγZ+f = rZγ

+f =
ef (T3 − 2efs

2
W )

2sW cW
=

|ef | − 4e2fs
2
W

4swcW
, (B.9)
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zZZ
+f =

T 2
3 − 2efT3s

2
W + 2e2fs

4
W

2s2W c2W
=

(1 − 2|ef |s2W )2 + 4e2fs
4
W

8s2W c2W
, (B.10)

rZZ
+f =

ef (efs
2
W − T3)

c2W
=

2e2fs
2
W − |ef |
2c2W

, (B.11)

zγZ−f = zZγ
−f = −rγZ−f = rZγ

−f = − T3ef
2sW cW

= − |ef |
4sW cW

, (B.12)

zZZ
−f =

T3(2efs
2
W − T3)

2s2W c2W
=

4|ef |s2W − 1

8s2W c2W
, (B.13)

rZZ
−f = 0. (B.14)

Note, that f denotes the flavor of the quark fields. For the case of lepton, values of ef 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

∆G =
δGγ

Q2 + i0
+

δGZ

Q2 −M2
Z + iΓZMZ

, (B.15)

we obtain the list of all appearing combinations is∑
GG′

Q4zGG′

+ℓ zGG′

+f ∆∗
G∆G′ = (B.16)

zγγ+ℓz
γγ
+f + zγZ+ℓ z

γZ
+f

2Q2(Q2 −M2
Z)

(Q2 −M2
Z)2 + Γ2

ZM
2
Z

+ zZZ
+ℓ z

ZZ
+f

Q4

(Q2 −M2
Z)2 + Γ2

ZM
2
Z

,∑
GG′

Q4zGG′

+ℓ rGG′

+f ∆∗
G∆G′ = (B.17)

zγγ+ℓz
γγ
+f + zγZ+ℓ z

γZ
+f

2Q2(Q2 −M2
Z)

(Q2 −M2
Z)2 + Γ2

ZM
2
Z

+ zZZ
+ℓ r

ZZ
+f

Q4

(Q2 −M2
Z)2 + Γ2

ZM
2
Z

,∑
GG′

Q4zGG′

−ℓ zGG′

−f ∆∗
G∆G′ = (B.18)

zγZ−ℓ z
γZ
−f

2Q2(Q2 −M2
Z)

(Q2 −M2
Z)2 + Γ2

ZM
2
Z

+ zZZ
−ℓ z

ZZ
−f

Q4

(Q2 −M2
Z)2 + Γ2

ZM
2
Z

,

∑
GG′

Q4izGG′

+ℓ rGG′

−f ∆∗
G∆G′ = zγZ+ℓ r

γZ
−f

2Q2MZΓZ

(Q2 −M2
Z)2 + Γ2

ZM
2
Z

. (B.19)

Note, the case of W -boson can be easily obtained using that gWR = 0, and

gWL =
Vff ′

2sW
, zWW

+ = −zWW
− =

|Vff ′ |2

4s2W
, rWW

± = 0. (B.20)

Since the couplings are not diagonal in flavors, the TMD distributions should be summed in the

correct flavor combinations.
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