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We present a short overview on the studies of transverse momedependent parton distribution functions
of the nucleon. The aim of such studies is to provide a thregedsional imagining of the nucleon and a
comprehensive description of semi-inclusive high enesgctions. By comparing with the theoretical frame-
work that we have for the inclusive deep inelastic leptookeon scattering and the one-dimensional imaging
of the nucleon, we summarize what we need to do in order tae@isuch a comprehensive theoretical frame-
work for semi-inclusive processes in terms of three dinmmaligauge invariant parton distributions. After that,
we present an overview of what we have already achieved wiiphasize on the theoretical framework for
semi-inclusive reactions in leading order perturbativeDiit with leading and higher twist contributions. We
summarize in particular the results for th&eiential cross section and the azimuthal spin asymmetriesms
of the gauge invariant transverse momentum dependentdigwibution functions. We also briefly summarize
the available experimental results on semi-inclusivetieas and parameterizations of transverse momentum
dependent parton distributions extracted from them anceraakoutlook for the future studies.

PACS numbers: 12.38.-t, 12.38.Bx, 12.39.St, 13.60.-66.8c, 13.87.Fh, 13.88e, 13.40.-f, 13.85.Ni

I. INTRODUCTION way: First we will make a brief review of what we did in one
dimensional case with inclusive deep inelastic leptonterc

With the deeply going of the study of the nucleon structure Scattering (DIS). In this way, we hope that we can find out the
three dimensional imaging has become the very frontier anf'&in line of what we need to do in three dimensional case.
a hot topic in recent years. It is commonly recognized thaf\[ter that we will try to summarize the progresses already
the three dimensional imaging contains much more abunda@chieved along this line and what we need to do next. Such a
physics on the nucleon structure and the properties of guant brief review of the one dlmen5|onal case will be presented in
chromodynamics (QCD). The study was initially triggered by S€¢- 2. In Sec. 3, we will make a short summary of TMDs
the experimental finding of striking single-spin asymmestri deﬁned via quark-quark correlator. In Sec. 4,_ we will présen
(SSA) in inclusive hadron production in hadron-hadron col-2 brief overview of what we have for constructing the thderet
lisions with transversely polarized hadrati.[ Gradually it cal framework of semi-inclusive processes. In Sec. 5, wk wil

grows into a field aiming at a comprehensive three dimenmake a short summary_of the available experiment_al results
sional description of the nucleon structure including spid and TMD parameterizations extracted from them. Finally we

transverse momentum dependences will make a short summary of this review in Sec. 6.

The one dimensional imaging of the nucleon is provided This overview article is an extended version of a plenary
by the Parton Distribution Functions (PDFs) such as the numtalk at the 21st international symposium on spin physics
ber densitiesq(x), the helicity distributionsAq(x), and the  (Spin2014) P]. As can be imagined that the simplest and ba-
transversitiesgq(x), for quarks of diferent flavors in the nu-  sic picture is what we have at the leading order in perturba-
cleon. These one dimensional PDFs can be studied in inclutve QCD (pQCD) and at the leading twist. Hence, there are
sive high energy reactions and are necessary for the descriglso two major directions in theoretical developments tolsa
tion of suchinclusive processes. Inthe three dimensias#c a comprehensive description of the semi-inclusive praess
i.e. where the parton transverse momentum is also considereOne is to take higher order pQCD into account, and the second
not only the direct extensions of these distribution fumusi s to consider higher twist contributions. These contiing
to include transverse momentum dependences are involvedre important not only for higher accuracy but also for con-
but also many other correlation functions that describeain p  sistency. The major progresses that have been made in recent
ticular the correlations between the transverse momertta aryears are also in these two directions separately, i.e.ereith
spins such as the Sivers function, the Boer-Mulders functio at the leading twist but leading and higher order in pQCD or
the pretzelocity etc. exist. They are generally calleddran |eading order in pQCD but leading and higher twists. The
verse momentum dependent (TMD) PDFs. Moreover, highetalk [2] was mainly concentrated on the second direction. For
twist effects become also important and need to be consichigher order pQCD contributions where evolutions of PDFs
ered consistently. The content of the studies is therefarehm are involved, an overview talk was also presented by Daniel
more abundant and more interesting. These TMD PDFs caBoer in the same conferencg][ There are also many other
be studied in semi-inclusive reactions and are necessary feeviews and monographs (e.d, B, 7]). The study for higher
the description of such processes. order in pQCD and higher twists seems to be rathéicdit

The study on the three dimensional imaging of the nucleorand even the factorization properties are unclé&r [n this
is in a rapid developing phase and it is not so easy to makarticle, we follow the same line as in the talR] put briefly
a comprehensive overview of allftérent aspects of the stud- summarize the progresses in the studies on QCD evolutions
ies. Here, we choose to arrange the review in the followingand refer the interested readers to those reviews.
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Il. INCLUSIVE DIS& THE ONE DIMENSIONAL whereW>) (g, p) andw%)(q, p, S) are given by,
IMAGINING OF THE NUCLEON q
| | W (@ P) = 2(-Go + L3 )F2(x, Q)
Our studies on the structure of a fast moving nucleon started L q
with inclusive DIS such ag~ + N —» e + X. We recall 2
U . + —(q, +2x y + 2Xp,)Fa(x, QF), 2.10
that, under one photon exchange approximation, tifterdi XQ? (@, P PIF2(x Q) ( )
ential cross section is given by the Lorentz contractiorhef t 2Meype o

well-known leptonic tensok#* (1,1, 1)) and the hadronic ten- W,S’j)(q, p.S) = -
sorW,(a, p,S), i.e., S.q
X {S7g1(x Q) + (87 - =—p")w(x Q7)) (2.11)
d3r 2.1) P-q
2E) respectively. We found out that the hadronic tensor is eeter
mined by four independent structure functidhs F», g; and
02, where the first two describe the unpolarized case and the
’ — ’ r_ ) 4 P latter two are needed for polarized cases.

Lur (L1 ) = 2005+ L = gl 1) 1246 . (22) Our knowledge of one dimensional imaging of the nucleon

Information on the structure of the nucleon is containedhén t - Starts with the “intuitive parton model” that is very nicéty-

do = zagmwva I, 1)W,(a, p, S)
o = S(}l >4 1904 q’ p’

The leptonic tensor is calculable and is given by,

hadronic tensor defined as, mulated e.g. in§]. Here, it was argued that, in a fast moving
1 frame, because of time dilation, quantum fluctuations sch a

W,,,(a. p. S) = = Z<p, s |j#(0)| X)(X1},(0) p, S) vacuum polarizations can exist quite _Iong. In the |nf|n_|te mo
< mentum frame, such fluctuations exist forever. In this case,

a fast moving nucleon can be viewed as a beam of free “par-
tons”. The probability of the scattering of an electron wath

x (27)*6*(p+ 0~ px). (2.3)
Here,| and p denote the 4-momenta of the lepton and the nuhucleon is taken as the incoherent sum of that of the scatter-

cleon respectively, those with prime are for the final states"d With each individual parton, more precisely, a convioit
A stands for the helicity, an& for the polarization vector of the number density of the parton in the nucleon with the

of the nucleon. We use the light-cone coordinate and definBroPability of the scattering with the parton, i.e.,

the light-cone unit vectors as = (1,0,0,), n = (0,1,0,), , i )

n, = (0,0,A,), so that a general four-vector can be decom- IM(eN— eX)|” = Z fdxﬁ(x)l/\/((eqe egl?, (2.12)
posed ag¥ = At + At + A, with A* = (A% + A%)/ V2, q

andA, = (0,0,A,). We work in the center of mass frame of \here f,(x) is the number density of parton of flavgin the

so thatp andS are decomposed as,

2 Fa(x, Q?) = 2xFy(x, Q?) = Z xfy(¥), (2.13)
pt=ptit + 2 n, (2.4) q
o M 016 Q) = ) €A Ty(¥), (2.14)
S = A5 + Sy~ /12p+n“. (2.5) q

9106 Q) + Ga(x Q@) = ) Exs (). (2.15)
The Bjorken variable is defined ag = Q?/2p-q, q = q

—xgp*n+ nQ@/(2xgp*); and we also defing=p-q/p-|. . . . S
The theoretical framework for inclusive DIS has been con—Here’ we would like to point out that, with this intuitive pan

structed in the following steps. First, we studied the kine-mOdel’ we are doing nothing else but the impulse approxima-

matics and obtained the general form of the hadronic tensot}onc;hﬁwfe l‘l’fteU use n de_scntl_)mg a collision process wher
by applying the basic constraints from the general symmetry’© 90 € ollowing approximations,

requirements such as Lorentz covariance, gauge invatiance o during the interaction of the electron with the parton,

parity conservation and Hermiticity, e.g., interactions between the partons are neglected:;
d'W, (9, p.S) =0, (2.6) e the electron interacts only with one single parton each
W,(8 ,~5) = W (q. p. S), (2.7) tme;
W,, (g, p. S) = W,,(a, p, S), (2.8) e the scatterings of the electron withfidirent partons are

. added incoherently.
where A denotes the results & after space reflection, i.e.,

A= A,.. The general form of the hadronic tensor is given by Although the physical picture of the intuitive model is very

the sum of a symmetric part and an antisymmetric part, clear and the model is elegant and practical, we are not sat-
isfied with the formulation because it is partly qualitative

W,,(a. p.S) = WS (0. p) + WA (q,p.S).  (2.9)  semi-classical hence it is not easy to control the accurAcy.
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proper formulation should be based on quantum filed theorpperators, we see clearly thi(x) is indeed the number den-
(QFT) and is obtained by starting with the Feynman diagransity of parton in the nucleon. However, from this expression
Fig. 1(a). Here, from this diagram, we obtain immediatelywe see also immediately a severe problem, i.e. this expressi

that, is not(local) gauge invariant! We understand that the physical
L guantity has to be gauge invariant and therefore have to find a
(0) _ 30 % (0) solution for this.
W,/(a, p, S) = P (%)4Tr[H v (K Q) (k, p, S)],
(2.16)

wherek is the 4-momentum of the parton.

HO(a,K) = vu( + By, (20)5.((k + 9)), (2.17)

is a calculable hard part. The matrix element

3O p.5) = [ dizdxp SpONE@PS). (219

FIG. 1. Examples of the Feynman diagram series with mulghlen
is known as the quark-quark correlator describing the strucscattering considered for + N — q+ X with () j = 0, (b) j = 1
ture of the nucleon. By taking the collinear approximation,and (c)j = 2 gluons exchanged.
i.e. takingk ~ xp, and neglecting the power suppressed con-
tributions i.e. theo(M/Q) terms, we obtain

The gauge invariant formulation is obtained by taking into
=)+ @+ 2xp.(a+ 2Xp)v]fq(x)_ account the multiple gluon scattering shown by the diagram
2xp-q series in Fig.1(a-c). This is clear since (local) gaugerinrva
(2.19)  ance implies the existence of the gauge interaction that:ee
to be taken into account. In this way, we obtain,

9.9

W@, p) ~[(-gu +

This is exactly the same result as that obtained from Ed.2(
based on the intuitive parton model. At the same time, we
obtain the QFT operator expression fgfx) defined via the

quark-quark correlator given by EQ.(19 as, W (3, P, S) = Z (@ p.S). (2.21)
=
dzZ oy = ¥* Where\/\/(')(q, p, S) represents the contribution from the dia-
fq(x) = fge' P (P (0)Z¢(DIp)- (2.20)  gram with exchange of-gluon(s). They are all expressed as

a trace of a calculable hard part and a matrix element depend-
By inserting the expanded expression of the field opegai@)r  ing on the structure of the nucleon. E.g., correspondingdo F
in terms of the plan wave and the creation amn@nnihilation  1(b), we haveg = 1, andvvfj)(q, p, S) is given by,

W p.S) = > W9, p.9), (2.22)
c-LR
WoGp.9) = o [ S ETHAR (e D ke .S (223)
dD (ke k. p, S) = f d*zdlydhaze et p S|y (0)A () (DIp. S). (2.24)
wherec in the superscript representdtdrent cuts (left or right) in the diagram. Similarly, copesding to Fig. 1(c), we have,
W, p.S) = % RW,S%°’(q, p.S). (2.25)
c=L,M,

1 d*k; d*k, d%k
2, _ 1 2
W(VC)(q: pv S) - 2 (2 )4 (2 )4 (2 )4

¢k, ko, k, p, S) = f dlyd'y d'ze I, Sl (0)gAL (Y)IAY ) DIP, S). (2.27)

TTAZY (ke ke, k )@ (ke ko, k. p. S)]. (2.26)

The matrix element is now a quailjkgluon(s)-quark correlator. We also immediately see thatenof such quark-gluon(s)-
quark correlators is gauge invariant.

To get the gauge invariant form, we need to apply the collie&pansion proposed in Ref8-{11], which is carried out in the
following four steps.



(1) Make Taylor expansions of all hard partskat xp, e.g.,
MDYy LPRDK)
gt 3k,
3|:|;%’L)p(xl, X2)
ki

H}(l?,)(k, q) = H;(l?,)(X) + a)pp kp/a)o—o" ka" T

3|:|;%’L)p(xl, X2)
ko

A (ke ko, 6) = AP (xa, %) + w K +

and so on, Where)pp' is a projection operator defined M = gpp' - n,re.
(2) Decompose the gluon field into longitudinal and transg@omponents, i.e.,

AY) = AW, + w0 A (Y).
(3) Apply the Ward identities such as,

IO 5
u () _ _H;(lil-,)/)(x, X),

ok,
ALY (%, % . .
M 04 X2) —HRD (31, x40, %) = AGYP (x4, xq, Xo),

0Ky

- H(x1)

H(:,L,’L)p X1, X2) = L
PoHu ™ (X1, X2) —

1

T )

1 1
___—-  H@b =  HGR
Xp — X1 — € H, ™ 0, %) X1 — X+ ieH‘” %)

pp F'L%L)PG'(XL X, X2) =
ppﬁlS%/YM)po—(Xl’ X, X2) ==
(4) Add all terms with the same hard part together and we optai

W,,(a, p.S) = > Wil(a, p. S),
j

- 1 d*k _ - .

WO9(q, p.S) = o= (Zﬂ)gr[H,g?(x) o9k, p, 9)],

- 1 ( d*; d* . .

W@ p.S) = o f (7)14(7)24 > A% (%1, ), D (ke ko, . S)].

c=L.R

~ 1 d*k; d*k> d*k
W(%)(q’ p, S) = 5 : 2
G 2r ) (@) (2 (@) ey,

where®()’s are the gauge invariant un-integrated quark-quark aagkgjsgluon(s)-quark correlators given by,

Ok, p,S) = f d*ye¥(p, Sy(0)L(0; ¥ (y)Ip. S),

DD (ky. ko, p. S) = f d'yd*zd* 0= (p, S|y (0)L(0; 2D, Lz YY), S),

o
w0 Ko+

> TAACY (40, 30, Yo w07 D, (ka. e k. p. S

(2.28)

(2.29)

(2.30)

(2.31)

(2.32)

(2.33)
(2.34)

(2.35)

(2.36)

(2.37)

(2.38)

(2.39)

(2.40)

(2.41)

DP(ky, ko, k, . S) = f dydy d*zey kO D@y (b S|y (0)L(0;Y)D,(Y) L(Y; YD (Y) LY ; 2¢(DIp. S),  (2.42)

D(y) is the covariant derivative defined &(y) = —id, + gA,(y). The factor£(0;y) is obtained during summing fiiérent

contributions with the same hard part together and is giyen b

L(0;y) = L7(e0; 0)L(c0;y),

(2.43)

Lleoiy) = PO RN g [ A e (g2 [ de [ ar A SO g+

y Yy

(2.44)
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whereP stands for the path ordered integr#)(0;y) is nothing else but the well-known gauge link that makesoiark-quark
or quark4-gluon(s)-quark correlator, thus also the PDFs definedhgant gauge invariant.

In this way, we have constructed a theoretical frameworlk&bculating the contributions to the hadronic tensor atéhding
order (LO) in pQCD but leading as well as higher twists in ateygtical way. The results are given in terms of the gauge
invariant parton distribution and correlation functiogsiierally referred as PDFs).

We would like to emphasize in particular the following twather points derived directly from these expressions.

First, we note that after collinear expansion, the hardspeshtained in the expressions fﬁé’y)s such as those given by
Egs. £.37%2.39 are only functions of the longitudinal componentThey are independent of other components of the parton
momentunk. We can carry out the integration over these componerits @ind simplify them to,

W0ap.5) = 5= [ PATIAYR 4O p.5)L (2.45)
W(q. p.S) = f prdxptdx Y TIHLY 04, %)w) 804, X, p, )], (2.46)
c=L,R
WP(q, p.S) = o f prdxpdxptdx > TIHEY (x4, %, Yo 0 OE), (x1, %, %, p, S)], (2.47)
c=L.RM

where the matrix elemen@'s are given by,

4
W0 p9) = [ 5o

- dv . _
5(k" — xp")dO(k, p,S) = f %éxpy (p. SI(0)L(O0;y ) (y)lp. S), (2.48)

(1) d4k1 d4k2 + + + (L)
(I) (Xl, X27 p, S) = IV 6(k]_ - le )6(k2 - sz )(D (klv k27 p, S)

@0* @)
dy d
L S TR Y T (o SIP0)L(0:2)D, (2 )L Y Y .S, (2.49)
- d*k; d*k; d*k -
(D,E)%)—(Xl, X2, X, p, S) = ﬁ (7)24@60(1 - X1 p+)5(k§ - X2 p+)6(k+ - Xp+)(1)(2)(k1, k27 k’ p, S)
dy dy~d
OS2 ey I ) SIFO) L0y D, )L Y IDoY LY T W S). (250)

From these expressions, we see explicitly that ogdgependences of the quark-quark amdjuark4-gluon-quark correlators
are involved. This means that only one dimensional imagfrtbenucleon is relevant in inclusive DIS.

Second, due to the existence of the projection opetafos, the hard parts can be further simplified to a great deatyEre
given by,

HO0) = shQs(x - xa), (2.51)

ASY (%, %)t = ﬁﬁfzj{/)pwpp/(s(xl - Xg), (2.52)

HE7 (x4, o, Y w0 = [P 4 ﬂ]w ? 0.7 5(X — Xg) (2.53)
Lo T T @apEt M g —xg—ie e :

AZMP (51, 30, X 0l = (2q2”p)2 A 0w w7 5(x - Xa), (2.54)

Whereﬁfg) = Y,y /Pt ﬁf}v)p =,y 1y, ﬁffv)’)‘r = Py iy iy, /2 andl(lﬁ)” = gy, Y1ty y, are matrices independentxfs.
We insert them into EqR(452.47) and obtain the simplified expressions for the hadronicdeas,

W9(q, p. S) = Tr[h‘o)fb(o)(xB)], (2.55)
- 1
WD(q, p, S) = m)Tr[h‘lJP ! 2D ()], (2.56)
1 v s
(2 L)(q, p,S) = 29 D2 {Tr[ NS ¢(2L)(X )]+ Tr[NS (2)P Wy 90[()2:;) (XB)]}, (2.57)

WEM (g, p, S) =

1 o
G g e ol 80 o)l (2.58)



where, for explicitness, we omt, S in the arguments of the correlators. These correlatorsefieat! as,

. dy _

#P(x) = f dxedD(x1, %2, p. S) = f E2L a9 (p, SIH(0)D,(0)£(0:y )y )Ip. S), (2.59)
~ +d ivnt —

PN (x) = f dxd%d@(x1, X2, X, p, S) = f %éxp Y (p, SIF(0)D,(0)L(0;y)Dur (y )y )Ip. S), (2.60)

dxd» -
2P (x) = | ——=—d@(xq, %2, X, p, S
Gpo (%) fxz—xl—ia o (X1 X2, X, P, S)

_ de  prdy pUdZ pyice-0pz 5 1 VD2 VD (2 ) L2 V(v
= f o x_ic 2 2 e (P, SI¥(0)L(0;27)Dy(z2')Do(27) L(Z; y (Y )Ip. S). (2.61)

. . dv- _
3 (xq) = fdxd&ﬁ’d)ﬁ)(xl, X2, X, P, S) = f_p ery— e*PY (p, S|y(0)D~(0)D(0)L(0; y e (y )Ip. S). (2.62)

We see explicitly that all the involved components of theat leading twist and have clear probability interpretagidhof
quark4-gluon-quark correlators depends only on one singlehem contribute at twist-3 and the other 3 contribute atttdis
parton momentum. This means that only qu@tgtuon-quark  We further note that the three time reversal odd teen{s),
correlators that depend on one single parton momentum arg (X) andh(x) vanish in fact in the one dimensional case. We
relevant in inclusive DIS. keep them in Eqs.2(652.68 for late comparison with frag-
We emphasize in particular that the results given bymentation functions.
Egs. @.37-2.39 and their simplified forms given by We also see that the PDFs involved here are all scale in-
Egs. .552.62 including the gauge links are derived in the dependent. This is because we have till now considered only
collinear expansion. They are just the sum of the contrilmsti  the LO pQCD contributions, i.e. the tree diagrams. To go
from the diagram series shown in Fig. 1. This formalism pro-to higher order of pQCD, we take the loop diagrams, gluon
vides us a basic theoretical framework for describing isiglr  radiations and so on into account. After proper handling of
DIS at LO pQCD but leading and higher twist contributionsthese contributions, we obtain the factorized fohwhere
in terms of gauge invariant PDFs. the PDFs acquire the scal@dependence governed by QCD
The PDFs are defined in terms of QFT operators via thesevolution equations. In practice, PDFs are parameterigdd a
quark-quark correlators by expending them in termsyof are given in the PDF library (PDFlib).
matrices and basic Lorentz covariants. For example, for In summary, for studying one dimensional imaging of the
®O)(x, p, S), we have, nucleon with inclusive DIS, we take the following steps.

e General symmetry analysis leads to the general form of

~ 1 . N
O = 5[0P() +iys@R0) + 7" OL(x)

+y57 OO +i0Pys0) (W] (2.63)

The basic Lorentz covariants are constructed figgm,, S,
ande,g,-. We obtain the following general results,
dQ(x) =Me(x), (2.64)
oO(x) =aMe, (x), (2.65)
2
DO(x) =p*, f1(X) + Me 14, S fr(X) + %na fa(x), (2.66)

~ _ M?2
9(x) =1p*N,011 (X) + MST,07(X) + AF NGaL (X),

(2.67)
@) () =P Stagher(¥) = Meah(x)

2
+ AMNNh (X) + %n[psm hat (), (2.68)

the hadronic tensor afat the cross section in terms of
four independent structure functions.

Parton model without QCD interaction leads to LO in
pQCD and leading twist results of structure functions
in terms ofQ-independent PDFs without (local) gauge
invariance.

Parton model with QCD multiple gluon scattering after
collinear expansion leads to LO in pQCD, leading and
higher twist contributions in terms dD-independent
but gauge invariant PDFs.

Parton model with QCD multiple gluon scattering and
“loop diagram contributions” after collinear approxima-
tion, regularization and renormalization leads to leading
and higher order pQCD, leading twist contributions in
factorized forms in terms of-evolved and gauge in-
variant PDFs.

In the following, we will follow these four steps and sum-
whereg,,, = eaﬁwﬁ’n”", and the anti-commutation symbol marize what we have achieved in the three dimensional case.
ArB7l = A°B”— A”BP. The scalar function(x)’s, g(x)’sand  As did in [2], we will mainly focus on the theoretical frame-
h(x)’s are the corresponding PDFs. There are totally 12 suclvork at LO pQCD but taking leading and higher twist contri-
functions, 3 of them, i.ef1(X), g1.(X) andh;t(X), contribute  butions into account consistently. Before that, we woukd li



to emphasize the following two of the historical developisen in light-cone gauge where the gauge potential does not
that may be helpful to us in constructing the theoreticahiea vanish asymptotically.
work for the TMD case.

First, as mentioned, the study of three dimensional imaging The second historical development that we would like to
of the nucleon was triggered by the experimental obsemationention concerns the azimuthal asymmetry study in SIDIS. It
of the single-spin left-right asymmetries (SSA) in the incl \ya5 shown by Georgi and Politzer in 19Z4] that final state
sive hadron-hadron collision with transversely polariped-  jy0n radiations lead to azimuthal asymmetries and could be
jectile or target. It was known that pQCD leads to negligibly ,sed as a “clean test to pQCD”. However, soon after, in 1978,
small asymmetry for the hard paft]] but the observed asym- it was shown by Cahrep] that similar asymmetries can also
metry can be as large as 40%3[. The hunting for suchlarge e ghtained if one includes intrinsic transverse momenta of
asymmetries lasts for decades with the following milessone partons. The latter, now named as Caffiea, though power
suppressed i.e. at higher twist, can be quite significantand
not be neglected since the values of the asymmetries them-
selves are usually not very large.

The lessons that we learned from these historical develop-
e In 1993, Boros, Liang and Meng proposéid]a phe-  ments are in particular the following two points, i.e., when
nomenological model that provides an intuitive physicalstudying TMDs,
picture showing that the asymmetry arises from the or-
bital angular momenta of quarks and what they called
“surface défect” caused by the initial or final state inter-
actions.

e In 1991, Sivers introducedLf] the asymmetric quark
distribution in a transversely polarized nucleon that is
now known as the Sivers function.

e it is important to take the gauge link into account;
¢ higher twist éfects can be important.

e In 1993, Collins published1] his proof that Sivers
function has to vanish due to parity and time reversaBoth of them demand that, to describe SIDIS in terms of
invariance. TMDs, we need the proper QFT formulation rather than the

) intuitive parton model.
e In 2002, Brodsky, Hwang and Schmidt calculatéd][

SSA for SIDIS using an explicit example where they
took the orbital angular momentum of quark and the
multiple gluon scattering into account.

e In 2002, immediately after 7], Collins pointed I11. TMDSDEFINED VIA QUARK-QUARK CORRELATOR

out [18] that the multiple gluon scattering is contained

in the gauge link and that the conclusion of his proof The TMD PDFs of quarks are defined via the TMD quark-
in 1993 was incorrect because he forgot the gauge linkquark correlato®©(x, k. ; p, S) given by Eq. 2.40 (after in-

He further showed that by taking the gauge link into ac-tegration overk™). A systematical study has been given in
count the same proof leads to the conclusion that Siverf23] and a very comprehensive treatment can also be found in
function for DIS and that for Drell-Yan have opposite [24]. Here, we first expand it in terms gfmatrices and ob-
sign. Belitsky, Ji and Yuan resolved9, 20] the prob- tain a scalar, a pseudo scalar, a vector, an axial-vectoaand
lem of defining the gauge link for a TMD parton density anti-symmetric and space reflection odd tensor part, i.e.,

n 1 .
oO(x,k,: p,S) =§[CD(SO)(X, ki;p,S) +iys@Qx ks p, S) + 1 0O(x ki p, S)
+y5y @ (x ky; p. S) +icPys ) (x. k.; p. S)]. (3.1)

The operator expressions of theseficgnts are given by the traces of the quark-quark correleitbrthe corresponding Dirac
matrices. For example, for the vector component, we have,

OO0 ki;p,S) = STy, O ki . S)] = f dz 2,87 2 (p, SO L0: D Zu(@)p. S). (3.2)

We then analyze the Lorentz structure of each part by exipiggisn terms of possible “basic Lorentz covariants” andlac
functions. Fromb©(x, k. ; p, S), we obtain the results agJ],

&0k ST
oQ(x ki p. S) = M[e(x ko) - =T e (k)| (3.3)
k.- St
M

O ki p. S) = M[Ae(x k) - —=er(x ko) (3.4)



TABLE I: The 8 leading twist TMD PDFs defined via the quark-guaorrelator. Ax means that the corresponding term disappears upon
integrating the quark-quark correlator owgk; .

quark nucleon

N o TMD PDFs ifL=1 integrated ovek, name
polarization  polarization

U U fi(x, k) f1(x) number density
T (X k) 0 X Sivers function
L O (% K,) 0w (X) Helicity distribution
L L
T Oir (X, Ky) X Worm-geafTrans-helicity distribution
U hi (X, Kk.) 0 X Boer-Mulders function
T T hor (%, K.) hyr(X) transversity distribution
T(L) hir (X Ky) pretzelosity
L hi (% ky) X Worm-geaflongi-transversity

K ST S
P00k p,S) = P fulx ki) - %fl(x ko) + Kea| 00 kL) = Mf L(x. k)]

+gmpkﬁ[/lf,f(x,kl)—kL STfﬁ( x k)| + — M w[fs(x kL)—l’”Tkin (xkJ)|: (3.5)
B0 k; p.S) = P [Aga (k) — STt (x k¢>]+MSmgT(x ki) - wkﬁg (% k.

koGt (k) - < STgT(x kl)]+—na[AgSL(x )~ S g (k)] (3.6)
@‘T‘ga(x,kL;p,S)zp*ﬁ[psm]hn(x,kl)—%kaih;(x,mn%[Ahi(x,m ke STth( x k)|

_ k. -S
+ Stppkiaghg (%K) = M eh(x Ky) + MAgng[Ahc(x k) - ==="hr (xk,)|

Np& 10k
M

M2 NyK.a k s
+ F{n[pSTw]hST(X» ko) + Mo ][/lhl (x k) — =T

——hg(x k)| - h(x k). (3.7)
These scalar functions are known as TMD PDFs. There ardyt@2lsuch TMD PDFs. Among them, 8 contribute at leading
twist and they all have clear probability interpretationstsas the number density(x, k. ), the helicity distributiorgy (x, k),
the transversityr(x. k.), the Sivers functiorf; (x, k.), the Boer-Mulders functioh; (x,k,) etc.; 16 contribute at twist-3 and
the other 8 contribute at twist-4. We empha5|ze that theyatheealar functions ok andk,, i.e., depending om andk?.

If we integrate oven®k,, terms that the basic Lorentz covariants are odé#,irvanish. Eqs.$.33.7) just reduce to the
corresponding Eqs2(642.69. At the leading twist, only 3 of 8 survive, i.e. the numbensdigy f1(X), the helicity distribution
01 (X) and the transversity 1 (X).

We show the leading twist TMD PDFs in tableThose twist-3 TMD PDFs are shown in talble In these tables, we show
also the results for the case thét= 1, i.e. if we neglect the multiple gluon scattering and sirpke a nucleon as an ideal
gas system consisting of quarks and anti-quarks (see24j. {We also note that the conventions used here have thenfiokp
systematics:f, g, andh are for unpolarized, longitudinally and transversely piaked quarks; the subscriptor T stands for
longitudinally or transversely polarized nucleon, andsthavith subscript 1 for leading twist, without number for 48 and
with 3 are for twist-4; theL in the superscript denotes that the corresponding basentocovariant i, dependent.

Higher twist TMD PDFs are also defined via qugrkHuon(s)-quark correlators such as those given by E359@2.62.
Many of them are, however, not independent since they aateikto those defined via the quark-quark correlator thrdlgh
QCD equation of motioty - D(2)y(2) = 0. We can get the relations such as,

x0(x k.; p.S) = o [ a0k p.S) + &, IME(x k. p, )| (3.8)
~ n®
x0(x k.; p.S) = —E[R af(x ku; p,S) + &, Imel)(x k. p, S)]. (3.9)

Itis interesting to see thaBf], although not generally proved, all the twist-3 TMD PDFatthre defined via quark-gluon-quark
correlaton,o(l) and involved in SIDIS are replaced by those defined via qoaikek correlatod©).



TABLE II: The 16 twist-3 TMD PDFs defined via the quark-quarsri@lator. Ax means that the corresponding term disappears upon
integrating the quark-quark correlator owgk; .

polgl:iigl(tion p()r::::ilzez;(ljt?on TMD PDFs ifL=1 integrated ovek,

U e(x k), fr(xk.) 0, fi(xk.)/x ax), x

v T er(xky), fF(xk), f3(xk.) o, 0, 0 X X X

. L eL(x. k), gr(xk.) 0, qu(xk.)/x X, X
T er(xk.), gr(x k), gr(xk) 0,0, gr(xk)/x % gr(¥)
U h(x, k) 0 X

T Tan he(x ko) hi7 (% k. )/ X
T(L) hr(x,ky) hor (X, K. )/ X+ K2 hiz (%, k. ) /M2x x
L h (%, K.) kihfL(X’kl)/sz h (%)

U L fr(x kL) 0 X

L U gt (x k) 0 X

We would like to emphasize that fragmentation is just coajago parton distribution. A systematic study for the gen-
eral structure of fragmentation function (FF) defined via thorresponding quark-quark correlator is presente@@h [We
should have one to one correspondence between TMD PDFs abdFRd. E.g., corresponding to the quark-quark correlator
®O)(k, p, S) given by Eq. 2.40 and the expanded form Ecg.(), we have,

2O(ke, p, S) 2%2 f d*ée ™ "€(0LLT (0, )y (0)X)h XY (&) L(E, )[0). (3.10)
X

. 1 - ez
20z kes; p.S) =5[ES (@ kui p. S) + ivsEpd(z kii p. S) + 7 EP(Z ki p. S)
+y5y"E0(z ki; p, S) + i ys=D) (2 ki; p, S)]. (3.11)

For spin-¥2 hadron, we have perfect one to one correspondence to thesely Eqgs. 8.3-3.7) for parton distributions in the
nucleon, i.e.,

&1,k ST
Q2 k11 p.S) = M[E(z ker) + =T Er (2 ken)], (3.12)
kel - S
Zpd(2 ke 11 P.S) = MAEL(Z k) + = En(z kel)]| (3.13)
_ &K ST
ZD(2ke1ip.S) = P[Da(z keL) + D (2 ke) | + ke Lo D* (2 ker) + Moo, STDrT(2 ke ).
ke, - S M2 1,0k ST
+ 210K [IDL @ k) + =T DR @ k)| + oDz ki) + =T D (2 k)| (3.14)
~ _ kKey - S
Zz ke p,S) = ernzY[/lGlL(Za Key) + —=—T G (z kFJ_)] + MS1,Gr(z key) + gLaﬁkﬁGL(z’ k1)
kel - S M?2 kel - S
+Ke1a[ 4G (2 kes) + TG (2 keu)| + Fnc,[acsgL(z, keu) + =" Gar(z ke (3.15)

p* ﬁ[ﬂ?‘gJ—a]ﬁ’kl‘iJ_
M
+ Stipke Lo HT (Z ke L) + Me 1o H(Z ke L) + NN [MﬂHL(Z» kei) + key - STHE (2 kFJ.)]
MZ
+ F{n[pSTa] Har(z ke1) +

key - St

Z*E(Top)a(l ke P, S) = p N StaHit(Z Key) + N Hir (2 keL)|

L KE Lo
HE (2 ke) + e P (2 ke) +

NpeLaske | NpKE L)

M

Key - St

Hi(z keo) + [1Hs @z kes) + == Hzr(z kel )|} (3.16)

Comparing them with the results given by E¢3.%3.7), we see clearly the one to one correspondence between BFRIHFs.
As an example, we show the 8 leading twist components in tébl&/e do not show the results for the case/bf 1 for FFs.
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TABLE llI: The 8 leading twist TMD FFs for spin/2 hadrons defined via the quark-quark correlatok seans that the corresponding term
disappears upon integrating the quark-quark correlater @ik, .

polgl:iiratl(tion pon;(ijzrggon TMD FFs integrated oveét-,  hame
U Di(z ke.) D:(2 number density
y T D (2 k) x
L G (z kel) G (2 spin transfer (longitudinal)
: T Gz ke.) x
U Hi(z ke.) X Collins function
T T(l) Hit(z key) spin transfer (transverse)
T HAGk) Har@
L H (Z. k) x

This is because even if we neglect the multiple gluon sdatgie¢hat leads to the gauge link, final state interactionsstifirexist
betweerh andX. In this case, time reversal invariance does not lead toresudts for the T-odd amplitudes.

For spin-1 hadrons, the polarization is described by tharpmtion vectorS and also the polarization tensér(see e.g.
[25] and [26]). The tensor polarization part has five independent coraptsa They are given by a Lorentz sca&, a
Lorentz vectorS'; = (0, S, S’L’T, 0) and a Lorentz tens@’; that has two independent non-zero compon&ijtsand S?’T
in the rest frame of the hadron. These polarization parasetn be related to the probabilities for the particles ffedent
spin statesg5]. In this case, the TMD quark-quark correla®®)(z ke, ; p, S) is decomposed into a spin independent part,
a vector polarization dependent part and a tensor polaizaependent part, i.eEQ(z ke, ;p,S) = =VO(z ke, ; p,S) +
2VO(z key; p,S) + 27Oz ke, ; p, S). The spin independent and vector polarization dependamel VO (z ke, ; p, S) takes
exactly the same decomposition as that for sgihiadron given by Eqs3(123.16. The tensor polarization dependent part is
presented inZ6] and is given by,

ke, - S ke, - St -k
2% ke p.S) = M[SLL El(zke) + %Eh(l kei) + %Eﬁ(l kFJ.)], (3.17)
kFSLT SQB
€ ’ €ikea ’
22 keii P S) = M| —El (2 ke.) + “TkiTTE#T(z, ke,)]. (3.18)
_ ke, - S ke, - Str-k
2Oz ke 1; . S) = p*Ta[SLLD1L(Z KeL) + %Dfu (z ko) + %Dfﬁ(l keL)]
ke, - S key - Stk
+ ka[SLL Di(z key) + %DG(Z Kei) + %D#T(Z kFJ_)]
+ MSp1oDir(Z keL) + K Strpa D77(Z Ke L)
Mm? ke, - S Key - Str-k
+ SN[ SuDau @ keu) + == Dir @ kew) + =5 Dirr(@ keu)), (3.19)
ke Sit ke, SPT
~ —_r1€ E1ke, pRF Lo
Oz ke p.S) = P~ —Glir (@ ker) + =5 Glrr(z keL))|
ke, - S ke, - Str-k
+ SJ-P(Yklp:J_[SLLGJL_L(Z’ Kri) + %GG (zkey) + %G#T(Z’ kFL)]
+ MgJ.paSﬁTGLT (Za kFJ_) + 5J_wkaJ_(rS/'|JE|'G'/I'J_T(Z» kFJ_)
M?2 gheSu E1ke, ke 1o SOT
+ Fna[TséLT(z ke.) + —— - Grr(z ke) | (3.20)
P& LajrkE ke, -S Ke. - Stk
ZZ1 (2 ke 15 p.S) = TH[SLLHfLL(Z» Kry) + % Hiir(z key) + %HfTT(Z» k)]
— o p+r_] &€ ao’kF 650—6 ,
+ P NpeLa)e SiTHIT(Z ke L) + oo I]\/I Sak Hirr(z key)
ke, - S ke, - Str-k
+ Mepa[StHLL (2 keL) + =2 Hig (2 k) + = (2 ke )|
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TABLE IV: The 10 tensor polarization dependent TMD FFs fomsphadrons defined via the quark-quark correlatorx Aneans that the
corresponding term disappears upon integrating the qyaakk correlator ove?ke, .

quark hadron

polarization polarization TMD FFs integrated OV&F* name
LL Dy (z kry) D1 (2 spin alignment
u LT Diir(Zke) X
T Dirr(zke.) x
. LT Gtz key) X
T Girr(z. k1) x
LL Hii (Z ke1) X
T LT Hut(Z ke1), Hii1(z2Key) Hu1(2)
TT Hir@kes). Hifrzke) %

0
8J_kFL(TkFJ.§S'?:T

+ o [T HEE @ k) + — T HE (2 k)|
M2 NpE1a1oKE ke, - S ke, - StT-k
T{%[SLL Hai (2 key) + %HéLT (zke) + WH‘%T(L kFJ.)]
p M
Nrpe ao—kp ;S0 ,
+ N LaleSTHaT(Z ket ) + %Hsﬁ(l kFJ.)}- (3.21)

We see that, for the vector polarization dependent partjairno nucleon TMD PDFs, there are totally 32 components, 8
contributes at leading twist, 16 at twist-3 and the other @vést-4. For the tensor polarization dependent part, theeeotally
40 components, where 10 contribute at leading twist, 20 &st{8vand the other 10 at twist-4. In TalM, we list the twist-2
components for the tensor polarization dependent part.

If we integrate oved?kg,, we have, corresponding to Eqs3.123.16), for the spin independent and vector polarization
dependent part,

="z p,S) = ME(2), (3.22)
2200z p, S) = AME, (2), (3.23)
=VO0(z p,S) = p'N.D1(2) + MeL, S5 D1 (2) + I\g—jnng,(z), (3.24)
z=9"VO(z p,S) = Ap*N,G1L(2) + MS1,Gr(2) + /ll\s—f N,GaL(2), (3.25)
220z p.S) = p*pStaHir (2) + MeL,oH(@) + AMAN, HL(2) + '\;—fn[psmHgT @. (3.26)

while for the tensor polarization dependent part, we have,

2%z p, S) = MSLLELL(2). (3.27)

79z p,S) =0, (3.28)
_ M?2

=IOz p,S) = p M. SLLD1L (D) + MSi1.Dit(z key) + FnaSLL D3 (2), (3.29)

21Oz p.S) = Me 1S} GLT(2), (3.30)
_ MZ

ZE%(SY)(Z? P, S) = P Nperale S{THT(2) + Me L0 SiHuL (D) + Fn[ng_a](rS(ET HaLt (2). (3.31)

We see that, for the spin independent and vector polarizatependent parts, 12 components survive, 3 of them coteribu
at twist-2, 6 at twist-3 and the other 3 at twist-4. This isakathe same as those for PDFs for nucleon and we have exact
one to one correspondence between the results given by E82.3(26 and those given by Eqs2.642.69. For the tensor
polarization dependent part, there are only 8 components/sy 2 of them contribute at twist-2, 4 at twist-3 and theest2 at
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twist-4. This corresponds to the situation for PDFs for seatesons. We should have a one to one correspondence bahgeen
tensor polarization dependent FFs for production of spiadron to those PDFs for spin-1 hadrons. We also listed tls-8v
componentsin tablg/.

IV. ACCESSING THE TMDSIN HIGH ENERGY REACTIONS

The TMDs can be studied in semi-inclusive high energy reastsuch as SIDI& + N — €~ +h+ X, semi-inclusive Drell-Yan
h+h — I* + 1~ + X, and semi-inclusive hadron productionghe™-annihilatione* + €= — h; + h, + X. With SIDIS, we study
TMD PDFs and TMD FFs, while with Drell-Yan arate™ annihilation, we study TMD PDFs and TMD FFs separately. W& no
follow the same steps as those for inclusive DIS and brieftyraarize what we already have in constructing the correspgnd
theoretical framework.

(I) The general forms of hadronic tenspFor all three classes of processes, the general forms obhiadensors have been
studied and obtained. For SIDIS, it has been discusse2iir8[)] and it has been shown that one need 18 independent structure
functions for spinles$. For Drell-Yan, a comprehensive study was made3t] pnd the number of independent structure
functions is 48 for hadrons with spin2. Fore*e -annihilation, the study was presented 8#][and one needs 72 for spin2l
h; andh,. The results are systematically presented in these papeémsawill not repeat them here. However, we would like to
present as an example for the general form of tifi@déntial cross section f&@ N — e hX. Itis given by,

dxdyd(i(;zdzpm XC;ZQZ( 2)(Tuu + AFLu + AFuL + 4AFLL + S Fut + /IISJ.TLT) (4.1)
Fuu = 1yT28(FUU,T +eFuuL + V25(L+ e)F (" cosgn + sFy " cOS &), (4.2)
FuL = y_z( V2e(1+ e)F5 " singn + eF ) 2" sin 2pn). (4.3)
Flu = \/m Fo0% singn, (4.4)
FlL = («/ﬁ Fu+ 25(1 - &)F ™" cosgn), (4.5)
Fur = _[ V2s(L+ )F78 sings + (Fsm@"*@ + gFSi”("’“*“’S)) sin(gn — ¢s)

+ eFor ) singn + ¢s) + V2e(L+ &)F 1) sin(2pn — gs) + eF T sin(3pn - ¢s) . (4.6)

Fir = —1{28[ V2s(1 = )F25 cosgs + V1 — 2F9°) cosgpy, — ds) + +/2(1 — &) FLo @) cos(apy — ¢S)], 4.7)

wheree = (1-y - 12?)/(1 -y + 1y? + 1y%?), y = 2Mx/Q; the azimuthal angle is that of the out going leptofi around
the incident lepton beam with respect to an arbitrary fixedddion, which in case of transversely polarized targetken as the
direction ofSr. In the deep inelastic limit, neglecting power suppressets,dy = dgs.

From Eqgs. 4.1-4.7), we see explicitly that the 18 structure functidtis are determined by thefiierent azimuthal asymmetries
in different polarized cases. Thes@elient azimuthal asymmetries are just defined by the aver@ge of the corresponding
trigonometric functions. E.g.,

FS|n(¢h ¢s) 4 FSln(rbh #s)

ASin(¢h_¢S) — i — = ut.T 5 48
on (sin@n — ¢s))ut 2(Four + eFuul) (4.8)
A [ESiN@n+ds)

Atsjq_@h‘*"ﬁs) — (sin(@n + ds))ut = ut . (4.9)

2(FuuT + eFuuL)

We also like to emphasize that they are the general formpern#ent of parton model and are valid at leading and higher
twist and also leading and higher order in pQCD.

(I LO in pQCD and leading twist parton model resulhese are the simplest parton model results and can be ebtain




easily. E.g., for SIDIS,
do©@ : agm
dxdydzesd?pn,  xyQ
) = AY)CIfiDa] + 2(1 - y)Clwahi HE] cos(n),
7 = 2(1- y)Clwihi H{sin(2sy,).
78=0
7 = C(y)Clgu D1,

?‘L(g) = C(y)C[-W2011 D1] cosipn — ¢s),

C[wifD] = XZ & f d?k, d?ke, 6@ (k, — ke, —
q
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(FE + AR + aF Y + aaF D + s, 75 + as. . 7Y). (4.10)
(4.11)
(4.12)
(4.13)
(4.14)
FGt = AYCIW2 T Dal sin(@h - ds) + 2(1 - Y)Clwshar HiTsin(@n + ¢s) + 2(1 - Y)Clwahir Hi1sin(3n — ds).  (4.15)
(4.16)

whereA(y) = 1+ (1-y)?, C(y) = y(2 - y), andC[w; f D] denotes the convolution df andD weighted byw, i.e.,
prr/2Wi (K., ke L. Prr) F90x ki) DF " (z ke ), (4.17)

C(y) C[-W2017D

(costn - ds))® = (y) C[-W2017D1] (4.27)

where the weightsy’s are given by,

—2(Pnt - IzFJ.)(thT : IZJ_) + (IZL . IZFL)

wy(K, ke, ) = NV . (4.18)
Wo(Ky, ke L) = — f’“TN'I K (4.19)
Ws(K., key) = — f’“TN'lf“, (4.20)
W4(|2J_7 kFJ.) = (ﬁhT . EJ-)(EJ- : ||\(;|F2J_|\)A: Ei(ph-r : EFJ_)

_ 2por- Rhl/l);h(ﬂr;m Kes) 4.21)

wherepnt = Prr/|PnTl is the corresponding unit vector. The
result can be obtained from those given e.g. 3] by ne-
glecting all the power suppressed contributions.

From Eqs. 4.104.16, we see in particular that, at leading
twist, there exist 6 non-zero azimuthal asymmetries ffedi
ent polarized cases, i.e.,

o _ (1 - y) C[Wlhi_Hi-]

(cos 2n)y, = Ay CIhD (4.22)
- © _ (1—y) Clwihy Hy]
(sin 2pn),| = Ay) ClhDd (4.23)
Clw,f:D
(sin(gn — ¢s)Hr = %, (4.24)
: o _ (L-y) ClwshirH]
(sinfpn + ¢s))y1 = Ay CThbDl (4.25)
L 1
(sin(3pn - ¢s)) = (1) Clwahyr H; ] (4.26)

Aly) C[fiDi] ~
|

~ 0 e 1_ ~y»
W29, p, S k.) = STIADOO e, k)],

2A(y) C[fiDq]

and they are determined by Boer-Mulders functigncon-
voluted with Collins functionH;, the Worm-gear (longi-
transversity)h;; convoluted with Collins functiorH;, the
Sivers functionf; convoluted withDy, the transversityt
convoluted with Collins functiorH ", the Worm-gear (trans-
helicity distribution) g;; convoluted with Collins function

HL. The azimuthal asymmetrie&7****) are due to Sivers
and Collins &fects and are often referred as Sivers asymmetry
and Collins asymmetry respectively.

We would like to emphasize that the results given by
Egs. @.104.2]) is a complete parton model result at LO in
pQCD and leading twist. It can be used to extract the TMDs
at this order. Any attempt to go beyond LO in pQCD or to
consider higher twists needs to go beyond this expression.

(1N LO in pQCD, leading and higher twist resultBor the
semi-inclusive processes where only one hadron is involved
either in the initial or the final state, it has been shd@®&B7]
that the collinear expansion can be applied. Such processes
clude: semi-inclusive DI® +N — e +q(jet)+ X, ande*e -
annihilatione* +e~ — h+q(jet)+X. By applying the collinear
expansion, we have constructed the theoretical frameworks
for these processes with which leading as well as highet twis
contributions can be calculated in a systematical way tolLO i
pQCD. The complete results up to twist-3 have been obtained
in Refs.B5-37]. For polarizede™ + N — e + q(jet) + X, the
simplified expressions for the hadronic tensor are verylaimi
to those for the inclusive DIS given by Eq2.552.58),

(4.28)
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3 1
WO, p, S, ki) = el TR w250 (e, ko), (4.29)
C o 1 - n ”

WeZLs)(q, p.S,k,) = TR (RS w0 3% (xa, k)T + TIREY 00 w0, 62 (xa. k. )]) (4.30)
/2 M.s) S k)= TITR®@P7 2 )y 7 W) K 4.31
uv (q’ p’ ] J.) (2q p)2 r[ "y wp 0.)0_ ‘pp/(r/ (XB, J.)]’ ( . )
and the complete results up to twist-3 are given by,
dor Zﬂaem%(w F AW +SeWor + AWoL + AW + A4S, Wir), (4.32)
dXddekJ_ Q uu | LU 1L uT UL | LL 191 LT .
2x|K
Wi (x ke, 6) = Al k) — g BOI I (x k) coso, (4.33)
Wiu(X K, ¢) = - o) (4.34)
K
Wit (ke g, d5) = AW 50 k) sino — o)
2xM k2 . )
9 B(y){ZMlz f(x kL) sin(2p — ¢s) — fr(x k.) sings}, (4.35)
22Xk, | K .
WuL(X K, ¢) = - o) B(y) fi-(x k) sing, (4.36)
2XK.] oy
(WLL(X, kJ.’ ¢) = C(y)glL(X’ kJ.) - Q D(y)gL (X, kJ.) COS¢’ (437)
Wir (6K, ¢, bs) = LlC(Y)ng(X’ k.) cosgs - ¢s)
2xM k2
- TD(Y)[QT(X k,) cosgs — ZI\ZZQ#(X, ki) cos(2 - ¢s)]. (4.38)

whereB(y) = 2(2-y)+/1 -V, D(y) = 2y+/1 Y. For unpolarize&™ + N — e + g(jet) + X, the results up to twist-4 have also
been obtained34],

2
df@’;kl =~y meé{A(y) fr(x k.) —ZB(y)| lefl(x k.) cosp — 4(1— y)| K XS (k1) — 35 (x, ko )] cos 2

2
+8(1-y) 2L M fax )~ 280) KP 16294 (x k)~ 329 e k)l (4.39)

These results are expressed in terms of the gauge invafiéhtHDFs or FFs and can be used as the basis for measuring these
TMDs via the corresponding process at the LO in pQCD.
We would like in particular to draw the attention to the réstibre™ +e- — h+q(jet) + X for hwith different spins37]. Here,
for hadronic tensor, we obtain again very much similar foamtalso for this process, e.g., corresponding to E428(4.30),
we have,

WO, .5, K Je'e) = ST DOz, k)], (4.40)
\/\/ﬁ)L V(q, p,S,K,|e'e") = —Fl'qTr [ﬁ,(llv)p wy /é/(ﬁ)(zB, k'l)], (4.41)
W (. p. S K e'e) = (p% q)ZTr[ﬁﬁpwpp’ £z, K,) + NO ot w7 58 (z5.K,)]. (4.42)
WEMS) (g, p, S, K le"e) = 4(p1_ g2 1 [} o S50 )] (4.43)

A complete twist-3 results for fferential cross sections, az- for hadrons with spin-0,/2 and 1 in B7]. We see in partic-
imuthal asymmetries, and polarizations have been obtained



ular for spin-1 hadrons, tensor polarization is involvettre
at the leading twist level, we have, fete™ annihilation at the
Z%pole,

A
S!y.z pr) = - ﬂm 2a g‘:?;igﬁil;;; P (a.45)
5902 pr) = - 261 Zg;fé?y?;;f’p:) (4.46)
STy z pr) = - Zf'gf,,f Zgﬁg{’yfg;gj‘p’j; ) @ar)
SM0y, 2 pr) = 21pr? Zq Pa0) To(Y)Gir(2 Pr) (4.48)

3M2 3, To(y)Da(y, pr)

wheren andt denote the two transverse directions of the pro-
duced vector meson, one is normal to and the other is inside {5

the production plane. The cfigient T (y) = cicS[(1 - y)* +

y?] — cacg[1 — 2y], ¢ = (c2)? + (c§)? andct = 2c¢cs; andy

in this reaction is defined as= 17 /k*. Py(y) = T;(y)/Tg(y)

is the polarization of the quark produced at #fedecay and
T(y) = —cacS[(1 - y)? + y?] + cicS[1 — 2y]. This is a situation
that is much less explored till now and is worthwhile for many
further studies.

For the above-mentioned three kinds of semi-inclusive pro
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V. AVAILABLE DATA AND PARAMETERIZATIONS

Experiments have been carried out for all three kinds of
semi-inclusive reactions. The results are summarizedie.g.

a number of plenary talks in Spin2014 by Marcin Stolarski
and Armine Rostomyar6, 65. Here, we will just briefly
summarize the main data available and then try to sort out the
TMD parameterizations that we already have.

For SIDIS, there are measurements carried out by HER-
MES Collaboration$6-70] at DESY, COMPASS Collabora-
tion [71-78] at CERN, CLAS [r9, 80 and Hall A Collabo-
ration [81-84] at Jeferson Laboratory. We list these SIDIS
experiments in tabl& and briefly summarize the results in
the following.

At DESY, the first measurement on single-spin asymme-
tries for SIDIS with longitudinally polarized target wasrca
ried out by HERMES 66] for production of charged pions;
then for the first time with transversely polarized target in
[67]. They found non zero Sivers and Collins asymmetries
(sin(@n — ¢s))ut and(sin(@n + ¢s))ut. Measurements have

en also carried out for® and Kaons§8, 69] and also for az-
imuthal asymmetriegcosgn)yy and{cos(2))uu in the un-
polarized case?(].

At CERN, COMPASS has carried out measurements on the
Sivers and Collins asymmetries in reactions with Deuterron o
proton targets for production of charged hadrons, pions and
Kaons [71-78], and also{cos¢n)yy and{cos(2p))uu in the
unpolarized caserp).

At JLab, CLAS has carried out the measuremenis 80|
on(sin(2pn))u. for pions with diterent charges angdingn)Lu

cesses, there are always two hadrons involved. Collinear exor 7°. Hall A Collaboration has made the measuremesits [
pansion has not been proved how to apply for such processe®4] on Collins and Sivers asymmetries far* and K*,
It is unclear how one can calculate leading and higher twistcosgn — ¢s))Lt for 7= and(sin(3sn — ¢s))ur. They are all

contributions in a systematical way. Nevertheless, t®is&l-
culations that have been carried out for these proce8&es [
417], practically in the following steps:

(i) draw Feynman diagrams with multiple gluon scattering
to the order of one gluon exchange,

summarized in tably.

Besides the data from SIDIS, we have now also measure-
ments on the azimuthal asymmetrieseire — 7 + 7 + X
by Belle [85-87] and Babar collaboratior8pg], and also pre-
liminary results from BES§9]. For Drell-Yan, there are data
available on azimuthal asymmetries in e.g. reactions using

(i) insert the gauge link in the correlator wherever needechion beam $0-93], and pp or pD collisions P4, 95).

to make it gauge invariant,
(iif) carry out calculations to the ordey Q.
Although not proved, it is interesting to see that the result

Although the data are still far from abundant enough to give
a precise control of the TMDs involved, there are already dif
ferent sets of TMD parameterizations extracted from them.
We briefly sort them out in the following.

obtained this way reduce exactly to those obtained in the cor 1ne first part concerns what people called “the first phase

responding simplified cases where collinear expansion-is 8fharameterizations”

,1.e. TMD parameterizations withoQ®)

plied if we take the corresponding fragmentation functiass o,0|tions. Here, we have in particular the following résul

s-functions.
(IV) TMD factorization and evolution: To describe the

available. We emphasize once more that all the resultsdaclu
ing the figures are taken from these referen®&&s112. The

semi-inclusive high energy reactions mentioned above innterested readers are referred to these references ferarer
terms of QCD and parton model, TMDs are needed and thtgils.

factorization theorem has to involve transverse momentimd
pendence. TMD factorization theorem has been establighed
the leading twist for semi-inclusive processéa{49]. TMD
evolution theory is also developing very faS0F63]. There
was a dedicated overviews by Daniel Bo8} in Spin2014.

There is a dedicated annual workshop series since 2012. We

refer the interested readers to these talks and overviews.

(1) Transverse momentum dependence: This is usually
taken as 96-100 a Gaussian in a factorized form indepen-
dent of the longitudinal variableor x, e.g.,

fi(x ky) = (e KD (i),

Di(z ke.) = Di(2)e ™ /%0 n(k2 ).

(5.1)
(5.2)



TABLE V: Available measurements on azimuthal asymmetries i
SIDIS

collaboration  reaction asymmetries refs

HERMES e'N — e'r*X oL AL [66]
e'N — e X Asiv, Acoll [671
e"N - e 70(K*)X Asiv [68]
e'N — enrO(K*)X Acol [69]
&N — err*(K*)X oo, A [70]
COMPASS 1 SLiD — uh*X Asiv, Acol (71,72
w SLID — uat (K=9)X  Asiv, Acol [73
1 NHz = p~h*X Asiv, Acoll [74
# NH;z — p~h*X Acal [75]
1" NH; — p~h*X Asiv [76]
wNHz = =t (K=O)X  Asiy, Acol [77
o 51D — ,u_hiX coS(/:h’ coS%h [78]
CLAS ep— et Y (79
e p— en’X AS_iSd)h [80]
JLab HallA e 3He — e n*X Asiv, Acol [81]
e 3He - en*X oostn=ds) (82
e 3He —» e n*X AEnes) g3
e 3He —» e K*X Asiv, Acoll [84]

The width has been fitted, the form and flavor dependenc
etc. have been tested. The typical values of the fitted width
are e.g. 96], (%) = 0.25Ge\?, (k2 ) = 0.20Ge\2. Roughly
speaking, this is a quite satisfactory fit. However, it ha®al
been pointed out, e.g. i®§ for the TMD FF, that the Gaus-
sian form seems to depend on the flavor and even amich
means that it is only a zeroth order approximation.

(2) Sivers function: All the data available from HER-
MES [67-69], COMPASS [71-74, 76, 77], and JLab Hall
A [81, 82, 84] on Sivers asymmetries in SIDIS for pions and
Kaons have been used for the parameterization. The Sive
function is usually parameterize@§, 101-10€ in the form
of the number densityy(x, k. ) multiplied by anx-dependent
factor Ny(x) and ak, -dependent factdu(k,), i.e.,

AN fa(x ki) = 2Ng(¥)h(k.) fo(x k), (5:3)
whereNy(X) is taken as a binomial function of
No(¥) = Nax's(L = xVs(aq + Bo) " ag'By’,  (5.4)
andh(k, ) is taken as a Gaussian,
h(k.) = V2e(K, |/ My)e /M, (5.5)

Here the Sivers function™ fy(x, k. ) is defined via,

1 A
fanr (ko) = fan (o ks) + SAMfo(x k)S - (Px k.), (5.6)

which is related to the Sivers functiofj; (x,k.) defined in

2K, |
M

AV kL) = =S £(x k). (5.7)

16

There exist already fierent sets such as the Bochub®]-
103, the Torino P6, 104, 106 and the Vogelsang-Yuaripg

fits. One thing seems to be clear that the Sivers function is
nonzero for proton and it hasftiérent signs foru- and d-
quark, as shown in Fig.2.

| Q*=2.4GeV?

02 04 06 038 1

ky (GeV)

FIG. 2: Example of the parameterizations of the Sivers fonstfor
u andd flavors atQ? = 2.4(GeV/c)? by the Torino group. The figure
is taken from [L04].

(3) Transversity and Collins function: A simultaneous ex-
traction of them from SIDIS data from HERMES Collabora-
fion [67-70] and COMPASST1-77] on Collins asymmetries
fh SIDIS ande*e” data of Belle 85-87] have been carried out
by the Torino group$7, 107. A similar form as that for the
Sivers function has been taken, e.g.,

Ara(x k) = SAF (91100 + Ad(x]

x e RIDT (2, (5.8)

ANDhyg(z Prr) = 2Ng (2) Diyg(D(prr)
s x & P/ (R, (5.9)

(@ +p)**
Ny (%) = Ngx“(l—x)ﬁw, (5.10)
+ o)+

NE@ = NEZ/(L- 2)5(777_61 (5.11)
P(pr) = VZLEl e, (5.12)

and it has been obtained that also the Collins function is
nonzero and has filerent signs e.g. fan —» n* ord — =™,
as shown in Fig.3. Here, similar to the case for the Sivers
function, the Collins functiomN Dh/q(z kr.) is defined via,

1 A
Dhyqt (Z Pnt) = Dg/n(Z pnr) + EAN Dh/g(Z pnt)Sy - (Kg X Pnt),
(5.13)
which is related to the Collins functidr;; (z pnr) defined in

Eq. 3.14 by,

2|phl
4\

ANDpyq(z prr) = H37(z pur). (5.14)
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FIG. 3: Example of the Torino parameterizations of the tvans
sity and Collins function. In the left panel, we see the tvansities
XArq(X) = xXtg(X) for g = u,d; in the right panel, we see the first
moments of the favored and disfavored Collins functionse figuure
is taken from [L07].

(4) Boer-Mulders function: It was pointed out that1[1]
the HERMES and COMPASS data goos 2)) asymme-
try [70, 78] provide the first experimental evidence of the
Boer-Mulders &ect in SIDIS. Studies in this direction has
been made in10 117] to extract Boer-Mulders function
from the SIDIS dataf0, 78] and in [108 109 117 to ex-
tract from Drell-Yan data90-95]. A fit to the first moments
of Boer-Mulders function ofi andd quark is shown in Fig. 4.

The form was taken again similar to the Sivers function, just

multiply the Sivers function by a constant, e.g.,
hiq(x, k) =44 flqu(x, K.). (5.15)

However, we would like to point out that tReos 2) asym-

metry receives twist-4 contributions due to the Cahn ef-

fect [22). A proper treatment of such twist-4tect involves
twist-4 TMDs as shown in Eq4(39 and in B4]. Because of
the multiple gluon scattering shown in Fig. 1, the twist-4 ef
fects could be very much filerent from that given inZ2] the
results in which corresponds to the case/of 1. A careful
check might change the conclusion obtainedlidg-117.

0.1

0.1
0.08 0.08
0.06 0.06

0.04

x Il
x g0l

0.04

0.02 0.02

102 10
X

102 10
X

FIG. 4: First extractions of the Boer-Mulders functibi“(x) and
hjd(x). This figure is taken from Refl[L]].

17

The second part concerns the QCD evolution of the TMDs.
As mentioned earlier, this is a topic that develops very fast
recently. A partial list of recent dedicated publicatioss i
[50-63]. QCD evolution equations have been constructed in
particular for unpolarized TMD PDFs and also for polarized
TMDs such as the Sivers function. The numerical results ob-
tained from the evolution equations show explicitly that@C
evolution is very significant for TMDs. Not only the form of
thek, -dependence, but also the width of the Gaussian evolves
with Q. More precisely, at smak,, Gaussian parameteriza-
tion can be used but the width evolves with At largerk,,
the form ofk, -dependence is determined mainly by gluon ra-
diation and deviates greatly from a Gaussian and also evolve
with Q. In Fig. 5, we see an example for the evolution of
the Gaussian parameterization at snkall in Fig. 6, we see
the evolution of the shape at large. It is also important to
use the comprehensive TMD evolution rather than a separate
evolution of the transverse and longitudinal dependenees r
spectively. We show as an example in Fig.

- — Q=V2.4GeV g
S ——— Q=2GeV
& 1 .—.— Q=3GeV _
~ | Q=4GeV

k, (GeV)

FIG. 5: Example showing the TMD evolution of the Gaussian pa-
rameterization in the lovk, -region. The curves show the evolved
Bochum Gaussian fits of up quark Sivers functiorxat 0.1. This
figure is taken from RefH4].

The last thing for TMD parameterizations that we would
like to mention is the TMD library (TMDIib). We are happy
to see that, a first version has already been creatbd ijn the
year 2014, and updated recently.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, by comparing with what we did in studying
one dimensional imaging of the nucleon with inclusive DIS,
we presented a brief overview of our studies on three dimen-
sional imaging of the nucleon with semi-inclusive DIS and
other semi-inclusive reactions. We summarized in paiicul
the general form of the TMDs defined via quark-quark corre-
lators both for TMD PDFs and FFs. We emphasized in partic-

Attempts to parameterize other TMDs such as pretzelocitylar on the theoretical framework for semi-inclusive réats

h;; have also been mad&]3. Although there is no enough
data to give high accuracy constraints, the qualitativeufes
obtained are also interesting.

at LO pQCD but with leading and higher twist contributions
consistently. Such theoretical framework is obtained by ap
plying the collinear expansion technique developed in $980
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FIG. 6: Example showing the evolvéd dependence in the large
region. Here we see the up-quark Sivers functio@at 5 GeV and
Q = 91.19 compared with the corresponding Gaussian fits atdow-
region atx = 0.1. This figure is taken from Re&H).
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in inclusive DIS to these semi-inclusive processes. We sum-
marized in particular that it applies now also to all proesss
where one hadron is involved. The results obtained in such
a framework should be used as starting points for studying
TMDs experimentally.

At the end, we would like to emphasize that three dimen-
sional imaging of the nucleon is a hot and fast developing
topic in last years. Many progresses have been made and
many questions are open. We see in particular that LO pQCD
leading and higher twists framework for processes where one
hadron is involved can be constructed using collinear expan
sions. Factorization theorem for leading twist but with Li@la
higher order pQCD contributions and QCD evolution equa-
tions for unpolarized TMD PDFs and the Sivers functions
have also been established. Especially in view of the runnin
and planned facilities such as the electron-ion collidess,
expect even rapid developmentin next years.

The overview is far from complete. We apologize for many
aspects that we did not cover such as the generalized parton
distributions, the Wigner function, model calculations of
TMDs, nuclear dependences, and hyperon polarization.
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