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We present a first calculation of the unpolarized proton’s isovector transverse-momentum-
dependent parton distribution functions (TMDPDFs) from lattice QCD, which are essential to
predict observables of multi-scale, semi-inclusive processes in the standard model. We use a
Nf = 2 + 1 + 1 MILC ensemble with valence clover fermions on a highly improved staggered quark
sea (HISQ) to compute the quark momentum distributions in large-momentum protons on the lat-
tice. The state-of-the-art techniques in renormalization and extrapolation in correlation distance
on the lattice are adopted. The one-loop contributions in the perturbative matching kernel to the
light-cone TMDPDFs are taken into account, and the dependence on the pion mass and hadron mo-
mentum is explored. Our results are qualitatively comparable with phenomenological TMDPDFs,
which provide an opportunity to predict high energy scatterings from the first principles.

Introduction: Since the nucleon is at the core of the
atoms and accounts for nearly all of the mass of the vis-
ible universe, exploring its internal structure has been
a key task for more than a century in both particle
and nuclear physics. In high-energy scattering, the
quark and gluon transverse momentum and polarization
degrees of freedom in the nucleon are best described
by transverse-momentum parton distribution functions
(TMDPDFs). Thus, mapping out the nucleon’s TMD-
PDFs is a crucial step in understanding the interactions
between quarks and gluons, and possibly the phenomena
of confinement [1, 2]. Moreover, predicting the observ-
ables in multi-scale, non-inclusive high energy processes
such as semi-inclusive deep-inelastic scattering and Drell-
Yan scattering at the large hadron collider (LHC) or elec-

tron ion collider (EIC) heavily relies on the knowledge of
TMDPDFs [3, 4].

Whereas high energy experiments have accumulated a
wealth of relevant data, our knowledge of TMDPDFs is
far from being complete. Their rapidity evolution, i.e.
Collins-Soper kernel [1], has been perturabtively calcu-
lated up to four loops [5], but TMDPDFs at low energies
are nonperturbative in nature. Based on thousands of
data points from the low-pT semi-inclusive DIS and Drell-
Yan scattering processes and perturbative-QCD factor-
ization, a number of phenomenological analyses have
been made to obtain state-of-art TMDPDFs [6–9]. Al-
though similar sets of data have been used in these anal-
yses, the results however differ significantly from each
other. It indicates that significant uncertainties exist
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in the global extraction of TMDPDFs, and further con-
straints are necessary for a refined determination.

First-principles calculations of TMDPDFs require non-
perturbative methods such as lattice QCD. A handful
of available investigations on lattice QCD are limited to
ratios of moments of TMDPDFs [10–13]. The develop-
ment of large momentum effective theory (LaMET) al-
lows the extraction of light-cone quantities through the
simulation of equal-time quasi distributions [14, 15]. A
direct generalization of this essence to calculating TMD-
PDFs is non-trivial due to the presence of soft func-
tion [16], which involves two opposite light-like directions
and presents a crucial difficulty to implement on a Eu-
clidean lattice. A recent progress demonstrates that the
rapidity-independent (intrinsic) soft function can be cal-
culated from a large-momentum-transfer form factor of
a light meson [17], while the rapidity evolution kernel
in soft function can be accessed via the quasi TMD-
PDFs/beam functions [16, 18–20] or quasi transverse-
momentum-dependent wave functions [17, 21]. Subse-
quent lattice efforts have been devoted to explore the
Collins-Soper kernel and intrinsic soft function, and the
agreement between lattice results and phenomenological
analyses is encouraging [19, 22–25].

Following these developments, this work presents a
first calculation of TMDPDFs from the first principles
of strong interactions. We simulate the TMD momen-
tum distributions in a large momentum nucleon or quasi
TMDPDFs on the lattice and perform a systematic study
of renormalization property by considering the subtrac-
tions from Wilson loop combined with the short distance
hadron matrix element [27]. In the matching from quasi
TMDPDFs, we include one-loop perturbative contribu-
tions and employ the renormalization group equation to
resum the logarithms. After analyzing the pion mass and
momentum dependence, our final results for TMDPDFs
are found to have a similar behavior to the phenomeno-
logical fits.

Theoretical framework: Describing the momentum
distributions of a parton inside a hadron, TMDPDFs
f(x, b⊥, µ, ζ) are functions of longitudinal momentum
fraction x, the Fourier conjugate b⊥ of the parton trans-
verse momentum q⊥, as well as the renormalization scale
µ and rapidity scale ζ. In this work we will consider
the flavor non-singlet/isovector unpolarized quark TMD-
PDFs, which are free from the mixing with gluons.

In LaMET, the correlations with modes traveling along
the light-cone can be extracted from distributions in
a fast-moving nucleon through large-momentum expan-
sion. On the lattice, the equal-time quasi TMDPDFs are
constructed as

f̃Γ (x, b⊥, P
z, µ) ≡ lim

a→0
L→∞

∫
dz

2π
e−iz(xP

z)

× h̃0
Γ (z, b⊥, P

z, a, L)√
ZE (2L+ z, b⊥, a)ZO (1/a, µ,Γ)

, (1)

in which a denotes the lattice spacing. Γ = γt or γz is the
Dirac matrix that can be projected onto γ+ in the large
momentum limit. Differences between the two choices
might reveal the magnitude of power corrections. The
h̃0

Γ (z, b⊥, P
z, a, L) is built with a gauge-invariant nonlo-

cal quark bilinear operator as

h̃0
Γ (z, b⊥, P

z, a, L) = 〈P z|Õ0
Γ,@(z, b⊥, P

z;L)|P z〉,(2)

Õ0
Γ,@(z, b⊥, L) ≡ ψ̄(b⊥n̂⊥)ΓU@,L (b⊥n̂⊥, zn̂z)ψ(zn̂z).(3)

In the equations above, |P z〉 denotes the unpolarized pro-
ton state and L corresponds to the farthest distance that
the gauge link can reach in positive or negative n̂z di-
rection on a finite Euclidean lattice. The staple-shaped
Wilson link is chosen as

U@,L (b⊥n̂⊥, zn̂z) ≡ U†z (Ln̂z + b⊥n̂⊥, b⊥n̂⊥)

× U⊥ (Ln̂z + bn̂⊥, Ln̂z)Uz (Ln̂z, zn̂z) , (4)

with the path-ordered Euclidean gauge links along the
z-direction connecting at the “infinity” position L. The
staple-shaped Wilson link is depicted as double lines in
Fig. 1.

P z

f̃

P z

t

z
b

FIG. 1. Illustration of the unsubtracted quasi TMDPDFs.

Quantities in Eq. (2) and (3) with the superscript “0”
are bare quantities on a finite lattice. They contain lin-
ear divergence, pinch-pole singularity and logarithm di-
vergence. Both the linear divergence that comes from
the self-energy corrections of Wilson line and the pinch-
pole singularity from interactions between the two Wil-
son lines along the z direction can be renormalized by
the square root of Wilson loop

√
ZE(2L+ z, b⊥, a) [28–

32]; and the logarithm divergence comes from the vertices
involving Wilson line and light quark, and can be renor-
malized by ZO(1/a, µ) with MS-scale µ [27, 33–35]. More
details are given in the supplemental material [36].

It has been shown that quasi TMDPDFs have the same
collinear degree of freedoms with TMDPDFs [20]. Their
differences from soft modes can be attributed to the in-
trinsic soft function and different rapidity scales, and
meanwhile contributions from highly off-shell modes are
local [18]. Thus TMDPDFs f (x, b⊥, µ, ζ) can be con-
nected with quasi TMDPDFs f̃Γ (x, b⊥, ζz, µ) via a mul-
tiplicative factorization [20, 37]:

f̃Γ (x, b⊥, ζz, µ)
√
SI (b⊥, µ) = HΓ

(
ζz
µ2

)
e

1
2 ln( ζzζ )K(b⊥,µ)
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× f (x, b⊥, µ, ζ) +O
(Λ2

QCD

ζz
,
M2

(P z)
2 ,

1

b2⊥ζz

)
, (5)

where SI is the intrinsic soft function [17], and K is
Collins-Soper kernel. The matching kernel HΓ = eh is
a function of ζz/µ

2 = (2xP z)
2
/µ2 and same for the γt

and γz. The one-loop result h(1) has been calculated in
Ref. [20] and collected in the supplemental material [36].
The logarithms in ζz/µ

2 are summed using renormaliza-
tion group equation. Power corrections are suppressed by

O
(

Λ2
QCD/ζz,M

2/(P z)
2
, 1/(b2⊥ζz)

)
, which implies that

only in the moderate x region TMDPDFs can be reli-
able extracted.

Lattice simulations: We use the valence tadpole im-
proved clover fermion on the hypercubic (HYP) smeared
[38] 2+1+1 flavors MILC configurations with highly im-
proved staggered quark (HISQ) sea and 1-loop Symanzik
improved gauge action [39]. This calculation adopts a
single ensemble with lattice spacing a = 0.12 fm and
volume n3

s × nt = 483 × 64 using physical sea quark
masses, and uses two choices of light valence quark mass
corresponding to mval

π = 310 MeV and 220 MeV. The
HYP smearing is also used for nonlocal correlation func-
tions to improve the statistical signal. In order to ex-
plore the momentum dependence, we employ three dif-
ferent nucleon momenta as P z = 2π/(nsa)×{8, 10, 12} =
{1.72, 2.15, 2.58} GeV.

We adopt momentum-smearing point source [40] at
several time slices, and average correlation functions for
both the forward and backward directions in z and trans-
verse space of the gauge link. In total, there are 1000
(cfg.) ×16 (source time slices) ×4 (forward/backward di-
rections of the z and transverse axes) measurements for
the mval

π = 220 MeV case and 1000×4×4 measurements
for the 310 MeV case.

To extract the quasi TMDPDFs, one can construct the
two point functions (2pt) as well as three point functions
(3pt) as

C2(t) =
〈∑

~y

ei
~P ·~yTunpolχ(~y, t)χ̄(~0, 0)

〉
, (6)

CΓ
3 (t, tseq) =

〈∑
~y

ei
~P ·~yTunpolχ(~y, tseq)

×
(∑

~x

ÕΓ
nonlocal (~x, t)

)
χ̄(~0, 0)

〉
, (7)

where Tunpol = (1 + γt) /2 is the unpolarized projector,
and χ = εabcua

(
uTb Cγ5dc

)
is the nucleon interpolation

field. We adopt the sequential source method [41] to
reduce the number of propagators in 3pt, and tseq de-
notes the time position of sequential source. The oper-
ator ÕΓ

nonlocal (~x, t) is short for the TMD nonlocal quark

bilinear operator Õ0
@(~x+ zn̂z, ~x+ b⊥n̂⊥,Γ, L) at discrete

time slice t ∈ [0, tseq]. The three-momentum is chosen as
~P = (0, 0, P z).

For a well-defined quasi TMDPDF, the length of Wil-
son link L should be large enough to ensure the indepen-
dence of final results on L. Ref. [27] has systematically
analyzed the L-dependence of quasi TMDPDF operators
on different gauge configurations. Following these inves-
tigations we adopt L = 6a as the saturated length of
Wilson link.

After interpolating the single particle intermediate
states, the ratio of CΓ

3 (t, tseq) and C2(tseq) becomes

CΓ
3 (t, tseq)

C2(tseq)
=
h̃0

Γ + c2
(
e−∆Et + e−∆E(tseq−t)

)
+ c3e

−∆Etseq

1 + c1e−∆Etseq
,

(8)

in which h̃0
Γ ≡ h̃0 (z, b⊥, P

z,Γ), ∆E is the mass
gap between the ground-state and excited state, and
c1,2,3 are parameters for the excited-state contamina-
tion. Combing the parametrization form of 2pt: C2(t) =
c0e
−E0t

(
1 + c1e

−∆Et
)
, one can extract the values of h̃0

Γ

at fixed (z, b⊥, P
z) through a joint fit. The ratios with

different tseq and t at {z, b⊥, P z} = {3a, 1a, 16π/ns} and
Γ = γt, mπ = 220 MeV case are shown in Fig. 8 of the
supplemental material [36]. In this example, a satisfac-
tory fit with χ2/d.o.f = 0.95 is obtained in the fit range
t ∈ [1, tseq − 1]a, and all the other cases are similar with
good fitting qualities (χ2/d.o.f ∼ 1 and p-value > 0.1).

Combing the bare quasi TMDPDFs matrix elements,
the corresponding Wilson loop and renormalization fac-
tor in the supplemental material [36], we obtain numer-
ical results for renormalized matrix elements at different
λ = zP z. The left panels in Fig. 2 exhibit the λ de-
pendence of quasi TMDPDFs with b⊥ = 3a with various
P z and mπ. From these panels, the quasi TMDPDFs
approach zero at large λ for both real and imaginary
parts, which ensures the convergence and smoothness of
quasi TMDPDFs in momentum space. For the cases with
large b⊥ and P z, uncertainties in the data become siz-
ably large, as shown in the right panels in Fig. 2 with
b⊥ = 5a and P z = 1.72GeV. To limit the uncertainty
and augment the lattice data at large z, we adopt an
extrapolation at large λ with the form: [31]

h̃Γ,extra(λ) =

[
m1

(−iλ)n1
+ eiλ

m2

(iλ)n2

]
e−λ/λ0 , (9)

in which all the parameters m1,2, n1,2 and λ0 depend
on the transverse separation b⊥. The algebraic terms
account for a power law behavior of TMDPDFs in the
endpoint region, and the exponential term comes from
the expectation that the correlation function has a finite
correlation length (denoted as λ0) [31] at finite momen-
tum, which becomes infinite when the momentum goes
to infinity.

In practice, a reasonable region in λ is required to de-
termine the extrapolation parameters. We choose the
data points with z ≥ 8a for the extrapolation, and use
the region with z ≥ 6a to estimate the systematic errors.
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As can be seen from right panels of Fig. 2, the fitted re-
sults (colored bands) agree with the original data points
in the moderate λ region, and give smoothly-decaying
distributions at large λ. The uncertainty from the ex-
trapolation indicates that in momentum space the quasi
TMDPDFs, which are defined as f̃Γ in Eq. 1, cannot be
reliably predicted in the endpoint (conjugate to large λ)
regions. It is consistent with LaMET power counting.

Together with the lattice result for Collins-Soper ker-
nel [25] and intrinsic soft function [26], one can obtain
numerical results for TMDPDFs. To obtain the physical
TMDPDF, we extrapolate the pion mass to its physical
value (mπ,phy = 135MeV) and P z to infinity through the
following ansatz [42]:

fΓ(x, b⊥, µ, ζ;mπ, P
z) = fΓ(x, b⊥, µ, ζ)

∣∣∣∣mπ→mπ,phy
Pz→∞

×

[
1 + d0

(
m2
π −m2

π,phy

)
+

d1

(P z)
2

]
. (10)

Fig. 3 exhibits the x dependence of lattice data (last two
subplots) and extrapolated TMDPDFs (first subplot) xf
at b⊥ = 3a and Γ = γt.

In the lattice simulation, both γt and γz can be used to
reconstruct the quasi TMDPDFs since both of them ap-
proach the γ+ in large momentum limit. It is anticipated
that their deviations to the lightcone are proportional to
O(M2/(P z)2) with opposite signs. Thereby differences
in results with these two Lorentz structures reflect power
corrections when one applies operator product expansion
for the quasi correlators. An interesting observation is
that Ref. [43] found that the γt case has less operator
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FIG. 3. Comparison of TMDPDFs before (six bands at last
two subplots) and after (band at first subplot) extrapolation
with b⊥ = 3a and Γ = γt.

mixing effects. In order to illustrate the impact caused
by different structures, we investigate a ratio

R ≡
fγt − fγz
fγt + fγz

. (11)

The upper panel in Fig. 4 shows the R value with mπ

extrapolated to mπ,phy at Γ = γt and b⊥ = 3a. One can
see that with the increase of nucleon momentum, the ra-
tio R decreases, which indicates the suppression of power
corrections. In the end-point regions, power corrections
become larger, which again indicate the incapability of
LaMET factorization in these regions. In our final re-
sults, we take the central value of R (P z = 2.58GeV) as
one source of systematic uncertainties.

Before drawing the conclusion, a most essential in-
gredient is to estimate the uncertainties. In addition



5

𝑃! = 1.72GeV

𝑅
𝑃! = 2.15GeV
𝑃! = 2.58GeV

𝑥

𝑥𝑓
(𝑥
,𝑏
!
,𝜇
,𝜁
)

𝑥

Central value
Stat. uncer.
Syst. uncer.: higher twist correction
Syst. uncer.: 𝑚!-𝑃" extrapolation
Syst. uncer.: 𝜆 extrapolation
Syst. uncer.: soft function
Syst. uncer.: Collins-Soper kernel
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to statistical uncertainties that are already included,
three main systematic uncertainties are considered in this
work: the large-λ extrapolation, the mπ − Pz joint ex-
trapolation and residual power corrections. For the sys-
tematic uncertainty from large λ extrapolation, differ-
ences between the results with two fit ranges, z ≥ 8a
and z ≥ 6a, are used as an estimation. For the one
from mπ − Pz extrapolation, we take the deviation of
the results with mπ = 220 MeV and P z = 2.58 GeV
from the extrapolated result. For the impact from the
residual power corrections, central values of the R ra-
tio at P z = 2.58GeV in the upper panel of Fig. 4 are
employed as an estimation. In addition, we also include
those uncertainties from the intrinsic soft function and
Collins-Soper kernel [25, 26].

All these uncertainties to TMDPDFs with b⊥ = 3a,
with the exception of power corrections and finite lattice
spacing effect, are plotted in the lower panel of Fig. 4,
with the central value shown as a comparison. The statis-
tical uncertainty, illustrated by the dark green band, only
contributes a small fraction to the total uncertainty, while
systematic uncertainties play a more important role. Of
all systematic uncertainties, the main contribution comes
from the λ extrapolation as well as the uncertainties from
soft function. The other contributions from mπ − Pz ex-
trapolation, the residual power corrections and Collins-
Soper kernels, are similar in magnitude.

Combing all the known uncertainties, numerical results
for the unpolarized TMDPDFs from lattice simulation

are shown as the colored bands in Fig. 5. The results are
exhibited at the renormalization scale µ = 2 GeV and
rapidity scale

√
ζ = 2 GeV. Phenomenological results

[6–9] that are based on parameterizations and experi-
mental inputs are also collected to provide a comparison
with our results, shown as the different shaded bands
in Fig. 5. Our results are in qualitative agreement with
phenomenological results and share similar behaviors in
b⊥ space: the central values slowly decrease and uncer-
tainties are gradually increasing with the increase of b⊥.
From the figure, one can see that a peak exists in the
x distribution, which corresponds to the largest prob-
ability of longitudinal momentum distributions of par-
tons. However the peak positions are not exactly same
for the lattice results and phenomenological results. The
two shaded bands at the endpoint regions (x < 0.2 and
x > 0.8) in each subplots of Fig. 5 indicate that LaMET
predictions are not reliable there due to power correc-
tions. Besides, since only one lattice spacing is used, the
discretization uncertainties are not properly handled at
this stage. Thereby the b⊥ ∼ a case might suffer sizable
discretization effects.

Summary and Prospect: In summary, we have pre-
sented a first calculation of TMDPDFs inside a nucleon
using LaMET expansion of the lattice data. The state-of-
the-art techniques in renormalization and extrapolation
on the lattice are adopted. One-loop contributions in the
perturbative kernel are taken into account. We explored
the dependence on pion mass and hadron momentum,
and both statistical errors and systematic errors are in-
cluded to give a reliable description of nucleons’ inner
structure from the view of the parton distribution.

Though the final results are encouraging, there are im-
provements needed in the future, such as the simulations
on a finer lattice, a high precision analysis with larger
P z, and larger transverse separations. On the theoreti-
cal side, more accurate perturbative contributions such
as the two-loop corrections will also help improve the ac-
curacy.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

Renormalization

In order to renormalize the bare quasi-TMD matrix
elements, the square root of Wilson loop

√
ZE and loga-

rithmic divergence factor ZO need to be computed.
The Wilson loop ZE(r = 2L+z, b⊥, a) is defined as the

vacuum expectation of a rectangular shaped space-like
gauge links with size r×b⊥. It is introduced to eliminate
the linear divergence form as e−δm̄r, which comes from
the self-energy corrections of the gauge link [28, 34], as
well as the pinch-pole singularity, which comes from the
heavy quark effective potential term e−V (b⊥)L from the
interactions between the two Wilson lines along the z
direction in the staple link [20]. In practice, the signal
to noise ratio of ZE(r, b⊥, a) grows fast and is hardly
available at large r and/or b⊥. To address this, we fit the
effective energies of Wilson loop, which denote the QCD
static potentials, and then extrapolate them at large r
and/or b⊥ area, as in Ref. [27]. Numerical results of
Wilson loop are shown in the upper panel of Fig. 6.

Besides, the logarithmic divergences factor ZO can be
extracted from the zero-momentum bare matrix elements
h̃0

Γ (z, b⊥, 0, a, L). In order to keep the renormalized ma-
trix elements consistent with perturbation theory, ZO
should be determined with the condition:

ZO(1/a, µ,Γ) = lim
L→∞

h̃0
Γ (z, b⊥, 0, a, L)√

ZE (2L+ z, b⊥, a)h̃MS
Γ (z, b⊥, µ)

(12)

in a specific window where z � Λ−1
QCD so that the

perturbation theory works well. Here the perturbation
results have been evolved from the intrinsic physical
scale 2e−γE/

√
z2 + b2⊥ to MS scale µ via renormalization

group equation [44]. To preserve a good convergence of
the perturbation theory before and after RG evolution,
we choose the region where b⊥ = a, z = 0 or a. More
discussions about RG evolution can be found in the fol-
lowing section. The numerical value for ZO in this work
is taken as 1.0622(87), of which the uncertainty is negli-
gible compared with other systematic uncertainties.
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With Eq. (12), it can be found that after dividing the
bare matrix elements h̃0

Γ by
√
ZE and ZO, the renormal-

ized matrix elements we get should approximately equal

to the RG evolved perturbation results h̃MS
Γ . The lower

panel of Fig. 6 shows the consistency at points where
we extract the ZO factor, which serves as a check of the
numerical result of ZO.
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Lat.
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FIG. 6. Upper panel: Wilson loop with r = 2L + z.
Lower panel: renormalized zero-momentum matrix element
h̃Γ (z, b⊥, 0, a, L) at b⊥ = 1a, compare with 1-loop results be-
fore and after and without RG resummation in MS scheme
[44].

RG evolution of 1-loop matching kernel

The matching kernel H connecting quasi and light-
cone TMDPDFs in LaMET factorization is defined as
the exponential form: H = eh, with 1-loop level result
reads [20, 45]

h(1)

(
ζz
µ2

)
=
αsCF

2π

(
−2 +

π2

12
+ ln

ζz
µ2
− 1

2
ln2 ζz

µ2

)
,

(13)

where ζz = (2xP z)
2
. The perturbative TMDPDFs usu-

ally performed in the MS scheme with a fixed renormal-
ization scale µ, while the quasi TMDPDFs are associated
with the Collins-Soper scale

√
ζz, which is the intrinsic

physical scale of the perturbative matching. In order

to expose the intrinsic physical scale [44], we resum the

small momentum large logarithms ∼ ln
(

µ2

4x2P 2
z

)
through

the renormalization group (RG) equation for H:

µ2 d

dµ2
lnH

(
ζz
µ2

)
=

1

2
Γcusp (αs) ln

ζz
µ2

+
γC (αs)

2
,

(14)

where γC = 2γF + ΓS + 2γH with γ
(1)
C = −CF /π and

γ
(2)
C = (a1CFCA+a2C

2
F +a3CFnf ), the coefficients a1 =

44ζ3 − 11π2

3 − 1108
27 , a2 = −48ζ3 + 28π2

3 − 8 and a3 =
2π2

3 + 160
27 [20, 45]. The cusp anomalous dimension Γcusp

has been known up to four-loop level for the quark case
[46, 47].

In practice, we employ the RG evolution starting from
the Collins-Soper scale µ0 = 2xP z to µ = 2GeV. After
the resummation, the intrinsic scale 2xP z appears in the
running coupling αs(2xP

z). Fig. 7 shows the comparison
of 1-loop matching kernel with and without RG evolu-
tion. One can see that the RG evolution will revise the
perturbative behavior at small-x region, and make the
TMDPDFs prediction in this region to be less reliable.

𝐻
(𝜁
!/
𝜇"
)

𝑥

1.72
2.15
2.58

𝑃! (GeV) 2𝑥𝑃! 2

𝜇 (GeV)

FIG. 7. Comparison of 1-loop matching kernel at Collins-
Soper scale µ = 2xP z (dashed lines) and MS scale µ = 2GeV
(solid lines) with different P z.

Fits of 2- and 3-point functions

As mentioned in the Lattice simulations section, we
perform a full correlated joint fit combining two-point
functions and the ratio defined in Eq. 8 to extract ground
state matrix elements h̃0

Γ(z, b⊥, P
z), the ∆E accounts for

the excited state contamination. There are five values
of the source-sink separation time in the range tseq ≈
(0.48−0.84) fm in our fits, of which all contact points(t =
0 and t = tseq) have been dropped. All these fits work
well with χ2/d.o.f ∼ 1 and p-value > 0.1. For instance, as
shown in Fig. 8, the posterior fit bands are well consistent
with the data points at {z, b⊥, P z} = {3a, 1a, 16π/ns}
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and Γ = γt. The grey band denotes the extracted ground
state matrix element with reasonable uncertainty.

𝑡!"# = 4𝑎
𝑡!"# = 5𝑎

𝑡!"# = 6𝑎
𝑡!"# = 7𝑎

𝑡!"# = 8𝑎
)ℎ$!
%

𝑡 − 𝑡!"#/2 (a)

Re
𝐶 $%&

(𝑡
,𝑡
!"
#)
/𝐶

&(
𝑡 !
"#
)

Im
𝐶 $%&

(𝑡
,𝑡
!"
#)
/𝐶

&(
𝑡 !
"#
)

FIG. 8. Ratios of Cγ
t

3 (t, tseq)/C2 (tseq) (data points), as func-
tions of t and tseq, with {z, b⊥, P z} = {3a, 1a, 16π/ns} and
Γ = γt, mπ = 220MeV. In this figure, the colored bands cor-
respond to the fitted results, and the grey band reflects the
ground-state contribution.

Quasi-TMDPDFs in momentum space

After extrapolation, one can Fourier-transform the
renormalized quasi-TMDPDF correlations to momentum
space

f̃Γ (x, b⊥, P
z, µ) =

∫
dz

2π
e−iz(xP

z)h̃Γ (z, b⊥, P
z, µ) .

(15)

Results at b⊥ = 3a with pion mass mπ = 220MeV and
Γ = γt are shown in Fig. 9.
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[31] X. Ji, Y. Liu, A. Schäfer, W. Wang, Y. B. Yang,
J. H. Zhang and Y. Zhao, Nucl. Phys. B 964,

115311 (2021) doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2021.115311
[arXiv:2008.03886 [hep-ph]].

[32] P. Shanahan, M. L. Wagman and Y. Zhao,
Phys. Rev. D 101, no.7, 074505 (2020)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.101.074505 [arXiv:1911.00800
[hep-lat]].

[33] X. D. Ji and M. J. Musolf, Phys. Lett. B 257, 409-413
(1991) doi:10.1016/0370-2693(91)91916-J

[34] Y. K. Huo et al. [Lattice Parton Collabora-
tion (LPC)], Nucl. Phys. B 969, 115443 (2021)
doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2021.115443 [arXiv:2103.02965
[hep-lat]].

[35] Y. Ji, J. H. Zhang, S. Zhao and R. Zhu,
Phys. Rev. D 104, no.9, 094510 (2021)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.094510 [arXiv:2104.13345
[hep-ph]].

[36] Supplemental materials, for the details of the renormal-
ization, RG evoluation of 1-loop matching kernel, corre-
lation function fit and quasi-TMDPDFs in momentum
space.

[37] M. A. Ebert, S. T. Schindler, I. W. Stewart and Y. Zhao,
JHEP 04, 178 (2022) doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2022)178
[arXiv:2201.08401 [hep-ph]].

[38] A. Hasenfratz and F. Knechtli, Phys. Rev. D
64, 034504 (2001) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.64.034504
[arXiv:hep-lat/0103029 [hep-lat]].

[39] A. Bazavov et al. [MILC], Phys. Rev. D 87,
no.5, 054505 (2013) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.87.054505
[arXiv:1212.4768 [hep-lat]].

[40] G. S. Bali, B. Lang, B. U. Musch and
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