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Abstract

We compute all the leading-twist azimuthal spin asymmetries in the pion-proton induced Drell-Yan process. These spin
asymmetries arise from convolutions of the leading-twist transverse-momentum-dependent parton distributions (TMDs)
of both the incoming pion and the target proton. We employ the holographic light-front pion wave functions for the
pion TMDs, while for the proton TMDs, we utilize a light-front quark-diquark model constructed by the soft-wall
AdS/QCD. The gluon rescattering is crucial to predict nonzero time-reversal odd TMDs. We study the utility of a
nonperturbative SU(3) gluon rescattering kernel, which extends beyond the typical assumption of perturbative U(1)
gluons. Subsequently, we employ Collins-Soper scale evolution at Next-to-Leading Logarithmic precision for the TMDs
evolution. Our predictions for the spin asymmetries are consistent with the available experimental data from COMPASS
and other phenomenological studies.
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1. Introduction

Over the last two decades, studying dilepton produc-
tion in high-energy hadron-hadron collisions, known as the
Drell-Yan (DY) process [1, 2], has emerged as a crucial
method for gaining insights into the fundamental structure
of hadrons, notably through the analysis of parton distri-
butions. The differential cross-section of the DY process
follows the transverse momentum-dependent factorization
at small photon transverse momentum q⊥, i.e., q⊥ ≪ Q,
where Q defines the hard scale, representing the invariant
mass of the dilepton pair. This factorization entails con-
volving perturbatively calculable hard-scattering partonic
cross sections with transverse momentum-dependent par-
ton distributions (TMDs) [3–5]. The TMDs are crucial
for understanding spin and transverse momentum correla-
tions, as well as the three-dimensional structure of hadrons
in the momentum space. They are accessible in semi-
inclusive deep inelastic scattering (SIDIS) [6–8] and DY
processes [9–12].

The Sivers function [13] characterizes the asymmetric
distribution of unpolarized quarks within a transversely
polarized nucleon, establishing a correlation between the
quark’s transverse momentum and the nucleon’s trans-
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verse spin. Due to its time-reversal odd (T-odd) prop-
erty, the sign of the Sivers function measured in the DY
process is expected to be opposite to its sign measured in
SIDIS [14]. In the last decade, HERMES [15, 16], COM-
PASS [17–20], and Jlab Hall A [21] Collaborations have
extensively investigated the Sivers asymmetry in SIDIS.
Confirming the observed sign change is a crucial test for
our understanding of QCD dynamics and the factoriza-
tion scheme [14, 22–26]. This validation not only serves
as a fundamental assessment but also remains a central
focus on current and future DY facilities [27–30]. In the
pion-polarized proton DY process, the convolution of the
pion’s unpolarized TMD and the proton’s Sivers functions
generates a sin(ϕs) modulated azimuthal asymmetry [12].

Another leading twist T-odd proton distribution func-
tion, known as the Boer-Mulders function, describes the
distribution of transversely polarized quarks within an un-
polarized proton. It originates from the correlation be-
tween the transverse spin and transverse momentum of
the quark [10, 31]. In the pion-proton induced DY pro-
cess, the convolution of the pion’s and the proton’s Boer-
Mulder functions result in a cos(2ϕ) azimuthal angular
dependence of the final-state dilepton. The proton’s Boer-
Mulders function has been extensively studied using QCD-
inspired models [32–42]. While the pion’s Boer-Mulders
function remains unexplored experimentally, various phe-
nomenological models have been employed to calculate this
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distribution [43–50].

The Kotzinian-Mulders function and pretezelosity dis-
tribution, denoted as h⊥

1L and h⊥
1T , respectively describe

the probability of finding a transversely polarized quark
within a longitudinally and transversely polarized nucleon,
respectively. Like the Boer-Mulders function, they are also
chiral-odd distributions. In the pion-proton induced DY
process, they combine with the pion Boer-Mulders func-
tion, leading to the sin(2ϕs) and sin(2ϕ + ϕs) modulated
azimuthal spin asymmetry, respectively [12, 51].

In this work, we calculate four azimuthal spin asym-
metries in the pion-polarized proton induced DY process:
Sivers (sin(ϕs)), sin(2ϕ+ϕs), Boer-Mulders (cos(2ϕ)), and
sin(2ϕs) asymmetries, within the framework of TMD fac-
torization [52]. We utilize the leading-twist pion TMDs
obtained using light-front holographic pion wave func-
tions [47] and the proton TMDs calculated in a light-
front quark-diquark model constructed by the soft-wall
AdS/QCD [38, 53]. We employ both the perturbative U(1)
and the non-perturbative SU(3) gluon rescattering kernels
to obtain the T-odd pion and proton TMDs. We then ap-
ply QCD evolution of the TMDs in order to incorporate de-
grees of freedom relevant to higher-resolution probes [54].
This then allows us to compare our QCD-evolved TMDs
leading to the azimuthal spin asymmetries with experi-
mental data from COMPASS Collaboration [27, 28] and
various phenomenological studies [12].

2. DY process with pion and polarized proton

The pion-induced Drell-Yan process can be described
as [55]

π−(Pπ)+ p↑(Pp) → γ∗(q⊥)+X → l+(ℓ)+ l−(ℓ′)+X (1)

where Pπ and Pp denote the four-momenta of the incom-
ing pion beam and the proton target, while q⊥ represents
the transverse momenta of the intermediate virtual pho-
ton. The momenta of the outgoing dilepton pair are des-
ignated by ℓ and ℓ′. The differential cross section for the
π-p Drell-Yan process with a transversely polarized target
is expressed by the following generic form [29, 55]

dσ

d4qdΩ
=

α2
em

FQ2

{[
(1 + cos2 θ)F 1

UU + sin2 θ cos(2ϕ)F cos 2ϕ
UU

]
+ SL sin2 θ sin(2ϕ)F sin 2ϕ

UL + ST (1− cos2 θ) sinϕSF
sinϕS

UT

+ ST sin2 θ
[
sin(2ϕ+ ϕS)F

sin(2ϕ+ϕS)
UT

+ sin(2ϕ− ϕS)F
sin(2ϕ−ϕS)
UT

]}
. (2)

In the above Eq. (2), the azimuthal angle of the target
polarization vector ST is represented as ϕS , while in the
Collins-Soper frame [56], the azimuthal and polar angles
of the lepton momentum are denoted by ϕ and θ, respec-
tively. F is the flux factor of the incoming hadrons. Ω is

the solid angle of the dilepton system. The first subscript
on the structure functions FXY indicates that the pion is
unpolarized (U), while the second subscript corresponds to
the proton polarization, which can be either unpolarized
(U), longitudinally (L), or transversely (T ) polarized.

The single spin asymmetry is obtained by taking the
ratio of polarized structure functions to unpolarized struc-
ture functions [4, 12],

Aweight
XY (xπ, xp, q⊥, Q

2) =
Fweight
XY (xπ, xp, q⊥, Q

2)

F 1
UU (xπ, xp, q⊥, Q2)

. (3)

Note that all the structure functions and asymmetries de-
pend on the Bjorken variables xπ and xp for the pion and
proton, respectively, as well as the transverse momentum
q⊥ and virtuality Q2 of the photon. Those structure func-
tions can be expressed as the convolution of the TMDs of
the pion and proton [55],

F 1
UU = C [f1,πf1,p] ,

F
cos(2ϕ)
UU = C

[
2(ĥ.p⃗⊥π)(ĥ.p⃗⊥p)− p⃗⊥π.p⃗⊥p

MπMp
h⊥
1,πh

⊥
1,p

]
,

F
sin(2ϕ)
UL = −C

[
2(ĥ.p⃗⊥π)(ĥ.p⃗⊥p)− p⃗⊥π.p⃗⊥p

MπMp
h⊥
1,πh

⊥
1L,p

]
,

F
sin(ϕs)
UT = C

[
ĥ.p⃗⊥p

Mp
f1,πf

⊥
1T,p

]
,

F
sin(2ϕ−ϕs)
UT = −C

[
ĥ.p⃗⊥π

Mπ
h⊥
1,πh1,p

]
, (4)

F
sin(2ϕ+ϕs)
UT = −C

[{
2(ĥ.p⃗⊥p)[2(ĥ.p⃗⊥π)(ĥ.p⃗⊥p)− p⃗⊥π.p⃗⊥p]

2MπM2
p

−
p2⊥p(ĥ.p⃗⊥π)

2MπM2
p

}
h⊥
1,πh

⊥
1T,p

]
,

where C stands for the convolution integrals, ĥ = q⃗⊥/|q⊥|
is a unit vector pointing out along the x-axis in the Collins-
Soper frame. The convolution integral mentioned above is
defined as [55],

C [ωfπfp] =
∑
i

e2i

∫
d2p⃗⊥πd

2p⃗⊥pδ
(2)(q⃗⊥ − p⃗⊥π − p⃗⊥p)

× ω(q⃗⊥, p⃗⊥π, p⃗⊥p)fi,p(xp, p⃗⊥p)fī,π(xπ, p⃗⊥π), (5)

where the sum runs for all active quark flavors i =
u, ū, d, d̄ . . . , and ω is a kinetic weight function, which
projects out the corresponding azimuthal angular depen-
dence. The convolution variables p⃗⊥π, p⃗⊥p correspond to
the relative transverse momenta of struck quarks in the
pion and proton, respectively.

3. QCD evolution of structure functions

To compare the model results for spin asymmetries with
available experimental data, it is necessary to evolve the
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structure functions. Following the TMD factorization the-
orem, these structure functions can be evolved from an

initial model scale, Q
p/π
0 , to a higher relevant scale, Q,

using the Collins-Soper-Sterman (CSS) evolution frame-
work [3, 52, 57]. The CSS evolution of structure functions
can be performed in impact parameter space. All the
evolved structure functions can be represented in terms
of impact parameter-dependent TMDs and Sudakov form
factors as follows [4, 58],

F 1
UU (xπ, xp, q⊥, Q

2) = B0

[
f̃1,π f̃1,p

]
,

F
cos(2ϕ)
UU (xπ, xp, q⊥, Q

2) = MπMpB2

[
h̃
⊥(1)
1,π h̃

⊥(1)
1,p

]
,

F
sin(2ϕ)
UL (xπ, xp, q⊥, Q

2) = −MπMpB2

[
h̃
⊥(1)
1,π h̃

⊥(1)
1L,p

]
,

F
sin(ϕs)
UT (xπ, xp, q⊥, Q

2) = MpB1

[
f̃1,π f̃

⊥(1)
1T,p

]
,

F
sin(2ϕ−ϕs)
UT (xπ, xp, q⊥, Q

2) = −MπB1

[
h̃
⊥(1)
1,π h̃1,p

]
, (6)

F
sin(2ϕ+ϕs)
UT (xπ, xp, q⊥, Q

2) = −
MπM

2
p

4
B3

[
h̃
⊥(1)
1,π h̃

⊥(2)
1T,p

]
where Bn is expressed as,

Bn

[
F̃πF̃p

]
=

1

Nc

∑
i

e2i

∫
b⊥db⊥
2π

bn⊥Jn(q⊥b⊥)

× F̃ ī
π(xπ, b⊥, Q

π
0 )F̃

i
p(xp, b⊥, Q

p
0)e

−S(b⊥,Qπ
0 ,Q

p
0 ,Q),

(7)

with Nc being the number of active flavors in a particular
hadron and Jn is the Bessel function of n-th order. The
functions F̃ ī

π and F̃ i
p corresponds to the pion and proton

TMDs, respectively, in the impact-parameter space, ob-
tained by performing Fourier transformation of the TMDs
in momentum space at their initial model scales Qπ

0 and
Qp

0. The impact-parameter b⊥ is the Fourier conjugate
variable to p⊥h, where index h = π or p refers to pion
or proton. The Sudakov form factor, S(b⊥, Q

π
0 , Q

p
0, Q),

which contains the important effects of gluon radiation, is
decomposed into perturbative and nonperturbative parts,

S(b⊥, Q
π
0 , Q

p
0, Q) =2Spert(b∗, Q) + Sp

NP(b⊥, Q
p
0, Q)

+ Sπ
NP(b⊥, Q

π
0 , Q). (8)

The perturbative part is given by [3],

Spert =

∫ Q

Qi

dµ̄

µ̄

[
A (αs(µ̄)) ln

Q2

µ̄2
+B(αs(µ̄))

]
, (9)

where Qi = 2e−γE/b∗ (with γE ≃ 0.577), with the choice

of b∗ in such a way that b∗(b⊥) = b⊥/(1 +
b2⊥

b2max
)1/2 ≃ bmax

at b⊥ → ∞ and b∗(b⊥) ≃ b⊥ when b⊥ → 0 [54]. These al-
low avoiding the Landau pole by freezing the scale b⊥ [52].
bmax separates the perturbative and nonperturbative do-
mains of the TMDs and it is determined phenomenologi-
cally as bmax = 1.5 GeV−1 [59]. The above perturbative
Sudakov Form factor is spin-independent and has the same
form for all kind of distribution functions. The coefficients

A and B in Eq. (9) are the anomalous dimensions and can
be expanded perturbatively [3, 60, 61].

On the other hand, the nonperturbative proton and

pion Sudakov form factors, S
p/π
NP , have been studied phe-

nomenologically. A generic form for SNP proposed in
Ref. [52] is given by,

S
p/π
NP (b⊥, Q

p/π
0 , Q) = g

p/π
1 (b⊥) + g

p/π
2 (b⊥) ln

Q

Q
p/π
0

, (10)

where g
p/π
1 (b⊥) and g

p/π
2 (b⊥) depend on the hadronic dis-

tribution functions. For the proton, they read as

gp1(b⊥) =
gp1
2
b2⊥, gp2(b⊥) =

gp2
2

ln
b⊥
b∗

(11)

with gp1 = 0.212 GeV2 and gp2 = 0.84 GeV2 [62, 63],
whereas for the pion, they are given by,

gπ1 (b⊥) = gπ1 b
2
⊥, gπ2 (b⊥) = gπ2 ln

b⊥
b∗

. (12)

The numerical values of gπ1 and gπ2 are obtained by fit-
ting to the π−N DY data [64]: gπ1 = 0.082 GeV2 and
gπ2 = 0.394 GeV2. By employing Eqs. (6) and (7), the
QCD evolution of both unpolarized and polarized struc-
ture functions can be performed from the initial hadronic

model scale Q
p/π
0 to the crucial final scale Q.

4. Model inputs for the pion and proton TMDs

4.1. Pion TMDs

We employ the holographic light-front pion wave func-
tions for the pion TMDs [65]. For the pion, there exist
two leading-twist TMDs: the unpolarized quark TMD,
fq
1,π(x, k

2
⊥), and the Boer-Mulders function, h⊥q

1,π(x, k
2
⊥).

The unpolarized TMD in terms of the light-front wave
functions (LFWFs) can be expressed as

fq
1,π(x, k

2
⊥) =

1

16π3

∑
h,h̄

|Ψhh̄(x, k⃗⊥)|2 , (13)

where Ψhh̄(x, k⃗⊥) represents the pion’s LFWF with h (h̄)
being the helicity of the quark (antiquark) in the leading
Fock sector. The normalization condition for the unpolar-
ized TMD is as follows:∫

dxd2k⃗⊥ fq
1,π(x, k

2
⊥) = 1. (14)

To obtain the nonzero pion Boer-Mulders function
h⊥q
1,π(x, k

2
⊥), it is necessary to account for the gauge link.

This represents the initial or final-state interactions of the
active parton with the target remnant, collectively referred
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to as the gluon rescattering kernel. The pion Boer-Mulders
function can be represented as follows [47]:

k2⊥h
⊥q
1,π(x, k

2
⊥) = Mπ

∫
d2k⃗′⊥
16π3

iG(x, |⃗k⊥ − k⃗′⊥|)

×
∑
h,h̄

Ψ∗
−h,h̄(x, k⃗

′
⊥)hk⊥e

ihθk⊥Ψh,h̄(x, k⃗⊥) , (15)

whereG(x, |⃗k⊥−k⃗′⊥|) corresponds to the gluon rescattering

kernel with (k⃗⊥ − k⃗′⊥) being the transverse momentum
carried by the exchanged gluon. θk⊥ is the polar angle in
a two-dimensional polar coordinate system, ranging from
0 to 2π. To proceed further, we must specify the form of
the gluon rescattering kernel. A straightforward approach
is to assume the perturbative Abelian gluon rescattering
kernel, as defined by [36, 45],

iGpert.(x, |⃗k⊥ − k⃗′⊥|) =
CFαs

2π

1

(|⃗k⊥ − k⃗′⊥|)2
, (16)

with the color factor CF = 4/3 and αs being the fixed cou-
pling constant. An exact computation of the nonpertur-
bative gluon rescattering kernel is currently unavailable.
In practice, an approximation scheme is necessary. Mean-
while, the gluon rescattering kernel can be expressed in
terms of the QCD lensing function I(x, |⃗k⊥ − k⃗′⊥|), as de-
scribed in Ref. [47],

iG(x, |⃗k⊥ − k⃗′⊥|) = − 2

(2π)2
(1− x)I(x, |⃗k⊥ − k⃗′⊥|)

(|⃗k⊥ − k⃗′⊥|)
. (17)

The above relation originates from the connection between
the chiral-odd GPD and the first moment of the pion Boer-
Mulders function [35]. Gamberg and Schlegel deduced the

QCD lensing function I(x, |⃗k⊥− k⃗′⊥|) from the eikonal am-
plitude for final-state rescattering through the exchange of
non-Abelian SU(3) soft gluons [43]. The nonperturbative
gluon rescattering kernel, Eq. (17), has been effectively
used to calculate T-odd TMDs for both the pion [47, 48]
and the proton [38].

To compute the pion’s TMDs, we utilize the spin-
improved holographic wave function [47, 66],

Ψh,h̄(x, k⃗⊥) =
[
(Mπx(1− x) +Bmq)hδh,−h̄

−Bk⊥e
−ihθk⊥ δh,h̄

]Ψ(x, k⃗⊥)

x(1− x)
. (18)

where

Ψ(x, k⃗⊥) = N 1√
x(1− x)

exp
[
−

k2⊥ +m2
q

2κ2x(1− x)

]
, (19)

with mq being the effective quark mass and N is a nor-
malization constant determined using∑

h,h̄

∫
dx

d2k⃗⊥
16π3

|Ψhh̄(x, k⃗⊥)|2 = 1 . (20)

The parameter B in Eq. (18) is known as the dynamical
spin parameter. When B → 0, it signifies no spin-orbit
correlations, akin to the original holographic wave func-
tion [65]. Conversely, when B ≥ 1, it indicates maximal
spin-orbit correlation.

With B ≥ 1, the constituent quark mass mq = 330
MeV [47], and AdS/QCD scale parameter κ = 523 ± 24
MeV determined by simultaneous fit to the Regge slopes of
mesons and baryons [67], the pion wave function has been
effectively utilized to calculate various pion observables,
including electromagnetic form factors, associated radii,
transition form factor, parton distribution function (PDF),
TMDs, etc., with notable overall success [47, 66, 68–70].

Using the pion wave function provided in Eq. (18), the
explicit expression for the unpolarized quark TMD is given
as follows:

fq
1,π(x, k

2
⊥) =

2N 2

16π3

(Mπx(1− x) +Bmq)
2 +B2k2⊥

(x(1− x))3

× exp
[
−

k2⊥ +m2
q

x(1− x)κ2

]
. (21)

Using the perturbative gluon rescattering kernel given in
Eq. (16), we derive an analytical expression for the pion
Boer-Mulders function as follows:

h⊥q
1,π(x, k

2
⊥) = αsBCF

MπN 2

4π3

Mπx(1− x) +Bmq

(x(1− x))2

( κ

k⊥

)2

× exp
[
−

k2⊥ + 2m2
q

2κ2x(1− x)

](
1− exp

[
− k2⊥

2κ2x(1− x)

])
.

(22)

If B → 0, the holographic Boer-Mulders function becomes
zero. However, for B ≥ 1, it is hardly affected by the pa-
rameter B, as the normalization constant N of the wave
function scales as 1/B2. Since, the nonperturbative gluon
rescattering kernels [47] do not allow for an analytical ex-
pression of the pion Boer-Mulders function, we proceed
with its numerical computation. The standard deviation
for κ is around 5%. Similarly, we apply a 5% uncertainty
in the quark mass [69].

4.2. Proton TMDs

For the proton TMDs, we utilize the light-front quark-
diquark model constructed by the soft-wall AdS/QCD [71–
74]. The T-even TMDs of the proton relevant to the struc-
ture functions, Eq. (4), can be expressed in terms of the
LFWFs as follows:

fq
1,p(x, k

2
⊥) =

1

16π3

[
|Ψ+

+(x, k⃗⊥)|2 + |Ψ+
−(x, k⃗⊥)|2

]
, (23)

hq
1,p(x, k

2
⊥) =

1

16π3

[
Ψ+∗

+ (x, k⃗⊥)Ψ
−
−(x, k⃗⊥)

]
, (24)

h⊥q
1L,p(x, k

2
⊥) =

1

16π3

2M

k2⊥

[
kr⊥Ψ

+∗
− (x, k⃗⊥)Ψ

+
+(x, k⃗⊥)

]
, (25)

4



h⊥q
1T,p(x, k

2
⊥) =

1

16π3

M2

k21 − k22

[
Ψ+∗

− (x, k⃗⊥)Ψ
−
+(x, k⃗⊥)

+ Ψ−∗
+ (x, k⃗⊥)Ψ

+
−(x, k⃗⊥)

]
, (26)

where ΨλN

λq
(x, k⃗⊥) are the LFWFs with the proton helici-

ties λN = ± and for the quark λq = ±; plus and minus cor-

respond to + 1
2 and − 1

2 , respectively and k
r(l)
⊥ = k1 ± ik2.

For the T-odd TMDs, the Sivers and Boer-Mulders func-
tions, it is essential to consider the gauge link. Using the
gluon rescattering kernel, G(x, |⃗k⊥−k⃗′⊥|), and the LFWFs,
they can be represented as,

f⊥q
1T,p(x, k

2
⊥) =

2M

kl⊥

∫
d2k⃗′⊥
16π3

iG(x, |⃗k⊥ − k⃗′⊥|)

×
∑
λq

[
Ψ+∗

λq
(x, k⃗′⊥)Ψ

−
λq
(x, k⃗⊥)

]
, (27)

h⊥q
1,p(x, k

2
⊥) =

2M

kl⊥

∫
d2k⃗′⊥
16π3

iG(x, |⃗k⊥ − k⃗′⊥|)

×
∑
λq,λ′

q

[
Ψ+∗

λ′
q
(x, k⃗′⊥)Ψ

+
λq
(x, k⃗⊥)

]
. (28)

Using the proton LFWFs from the quark-diquark
model [72–74], one can derive the analytical expressions
for the quark TMDs by substituting them into the above
Eqs. (23)-(28). The expressions for the T-even TMDs read
as

fq
1,p

(
x, k2⊥

)
=
log(1/x)

πκ2

(
F q
1 (x) +

k2⊥
M2

F q
2 (x)

)
× exp

[
− k2⊥ log(1/x)

κ2(1− x)2

]
, (29)

hq
1,p(x, k

2
⊥) =

log(1/x)

πκ2
F q
1 (x) exp

[
− k2⊥ log(1/x)

κ2(1− x)2

]
, (30)

h⊥q
1L,p(x, k

2
⊥) =− 2log(1/x)

πκ2
F q
3 (x) exp

[
− k2⊥ log(1/x)

κ2(1− x)2

]
,

(31)

h⊥q
1T,p(x, k

2
⊥) =− 2log(1/x)

πκ2
F q
2 (x) exp

[
− k2⊥ log(1/x)

κ2(1− x)2

]
,

(32)

where the parametrized functions F q
i (x) are given by,

F q
1 (x) =

∣∣∣N (1)
q

∣∣∣2 x2a(1)
q (1− x)2b

(1)
q −1 ,

F q
2 (x) =

∣∣∣N (2)
q

∣∣∣2 x2a(2)
q −2(1− x)2b

(2)
q −1 ,

F q
3 (x) = N (1)

q N (2)
q xa(1)

q +a(2)
q −1(1− x)b

(1)
q +b(2)q −1. (33)

The model parameters aiq, b
i
q and the normalization con-

stants N i
q, along with the AdS/QCD scale parameter κ

are determined by fitting the electromagnetic properties of
the nucleons [73, 75]. This model has been widely used to
study and effectively reproduce various noteworthy prop-
erties of the proton [38, 53, 72–77].

Using the perturbative gluon rescattering kernel,
Eq. (16), the expressions for the Sivers and Boer-Mulders
functions read as,

f⊥q
1T,p(x, k

2
⊥) ≡ h⊥q

1(p)(x, k
2
⊥) =

4

π
CFαs(1− x)2F q

3 (x)
1

k2⊥

× exp
[
− k2⊥ log(1/x)

κ2(1− x)2

](
1− exp

[k2⊥ log(1/x)

2κ2(1− x)2

])
. (34)

In our scalar quark-diquark model, both the Sivers and
Boer-Mulders TMDs for up and down quarks have the
same sign, a distinct feature of this model as seen in prior
study [32, 36, 40, 78]. Introducing the axial-vector di-
quark may alter these relations for the up and the down
quarks [36, 39, 79, 80]. In a similar fashion to the pion’s
Boer-Mulders TMD, we conduct numerical computations
for the proton’s T-odd TMDs employing nonperturbative
gluon rescattering kernels.

5. Numerical results

We analyze the single azimuthal transverse spin asym-
metries in the polarized DY process within the kinematics
of the COMPASS experiment, where the DY cross section
for a proton target is predominantly influenced by contri-
butions from the proton’s u-quark and the pion’s ū-quark
TMDs [27],

0.05 < xN < 0.4, 0.05 < xπ < 0.9, − 0.3 < xF < 1

4.3 GeV < Q < 8.5 GeV, s = 357 GeV2.
(35)

We evolve the pion TMDs from the model scale Qπ
0 ∼

0.316 GeV [66, 69] to the scale Qf ∼ 6.4 GeV relevant to
the experimental data for the asymmetries following QCD
evolution discussed in section 3. The proton TMDs are
also evolved from the model scale of the quark-diquark
model Qp

0 ∼ 0.56 GeV [38, 77] to the experimental scale.

Figure 1 presents the sin(ϕs) asymmetry, which is known
as the Sivers asymmetry. This asymmetry arises from
the convolution of the unpolarized parton distribution
of the incoming pion beam and the Sivers function of

the transversely polarized target proton, i.e., A
sin(ϕs)
UT ∝

f q̄
1,π⊗f⊥q

1T,p. The perturbative and nonperturbative curves
represent the asymmetries generated by using the pertur-
bative and nonperturbative gluon rescattering kernels for
the proton Sivers function. We compare our pure model
results with recently reported COMPASS data [27, 28]
and also with available theoretical predictions reported in
Ref. [12], where the nonperturbative input for the pion
TMD is taken from the light-front constituent quark model
(LFCQM) [44] and the spectator model (SPM) [43], and
the proton TMD is adopted from the LFCQM [83–85] and
the SPM [34] as well as from the available Parametriza-
tion of TMDs extracted from the experimental data by
Torino Collaboration [86] and JAM20 Collaboration [81].
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Figure 1: sin(ϕS) azimuthal asymmetry in pion-proton induced DY process. The panels from left to right show the variation of the azimuthal
asymmetry with xp, xπ , and q⊥, respectively. The black open circles and green up-triangles represent the COMPASS data [27, 28]. Our
estimations (blue and magenta bands) are compared with the results obtained from pure model and hybrid calculations reported in Ref. [12].
The purple-dashed and solid-red lines show the pure model calculations from SPM [43] and LFCQM [44] models, while the orange band and
cyan dashed lines represent the phenomenological computations from JAM [81] and Torino [82] collaborations, respectively.

Figure 2: sin(2ϕ + ϕS) azimuthal asymmetry in pion-proton induced DY process. The panels from left to right show the variation of the
azimuthal asymmetry with xp, xπ , and q⊥, respectively. The black open circles and green up-triangles represent the COMPASS data [27, 28].
Our estimations (blue and magenta bands) are compared with the results obtained from pure model and hybrid calculations reported in
Ref. [12]. The orange and cyan lines represent the hybrid computations of SPM and LFCQM models with LP15 extractions of pretzelosity
TMD [51], while the purple-dashed and solid red lines shows the pure model calculations from SPM [43] and LFCQM [44] models, respectively.

We observe that our model computations for the Sivers
asymmetry are consistently positive across the entire range
of COMPASS kinematics, which aligns well with both the
COMPASS 2017 and COMPASS 2024 results [27, 28]. Dis-
regarding the contribution from sea quarks, we can infer

that A
sin(ϕs)
UT ∝ f⊥u

1T,p > 0 as the unpolarized distribution of
the pion’s valence quarks is always positive [87]. This sug-
gests that the u-quark Sivers function of the proton is pos-
itive in the DY process, whereas it is negative in the SIDIS
process, a finding consistent with various theoretical anal-
yses [36, 38, 39, 85] and phenomenological studies [22, 88–
93]. The Sivers asymmetry is unique in that it can be
fully described by both model predictions and available
parametrizations like JAM20 [81] and Torino [82]. It serves
as confirmation of the sign change of the Sivers function in
both SIDIS (final state interactions) and DY (initial state
interactions) processes observed in COMPASS [27, 28] and
RHIC [94].

Figure 2 illustrates the sin(2ϕ + ϕs) asymmetry, which
is obtained by the convolution of pion Boer-Mulders func-

tion and the proton pretzelosity TMD, i.e., A
sin(2ϕ+ϕs)
UT ∝

h⊥q̄
1,π ⊗h⊥q

1T,p. We compare our model calculations with the
available data [27, 28]. This asymmetry has been studied
theoretically in SPM and LFCQM [43, 44] and also studied
with LP15 extracted proton pretzelosity distribution [51]
along with SPM and LFCQM. This asymmetry is notably
smaller compared to others, primarily because the pret-
zelosity TMD has a much smaller magnitude than other
TMDs. Additionally, this asymmetry is proportional to q3⊥
for q⊥ ≪ 1 GeV, while the other asymmetries are propor-
tional to q⊥. Consequently, this asymmetry is the smallest
among the leading-twist asymmetries in pion-nucleon DY,
typically amounting to 1% or less numerically. To facili-
tate comparison with other model results, we provide in-
sets indicating that the sign and magnitude of our asym-
metry align with the SPM and LFCQM [12], while the
sign is opposite for the LP15 fit of pretzelosity [51]. The
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Figure 3: sin(2ϕ) azimuthal asymmetry in pion-proton induced DY process. The panels from left to right show the variation of the azimuthal
asymmetry with xp, xπ , and q⊥, respectively. Our estimations (blue and magenta bands) are compared with the results obtained from pure
model and hybrid calculations reported in Ref. [12]. The orange and cyan bands represent the hybrid computations of LFCQM and SPM
models with JAM20 fit of proton WW-type approximation of Kotzinian-Mulders function [95], while the purple-dashed and solid-red lines
shows the pure model calculations from SPM [43] and LFCQM [44] models, respectively.
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Figure 4: cos(2ϕ) azimuthal asymmetry in pion-proton induced DY process. The panels from left to right show the variation of the azimuthal
asymmetry with xp, xπ , and q⊥, respectively. Our estimations (blue and magenta bands) are compared with the results obtained from pure
model and hybrid calculations reported in Ref. [12]. The purple-dashed and solid-red lines show the pure model calculations from SPM [43]
and LFCQM [44] models, while the orange and cyan lines represent the hybrid computations of LFCQM and SPM models with BMP10
parametrization [96], respectively.

sign difference of pretzelosity distribution between model
calculations and the first extraction from preliminary ex-
perimental data, suggest that the pion-induced DY pro-
cess with a polarized proton opens a way to access the
information on the pretzelosity distribution. Quantifying
the pretzelosity TMD in DY and SIDIS presents inherent
challenges. Nevertheless, the forthcoming high luminosity
SIDIS experiments at JLab 12 GeV [97] and the prospec-
tive Electron-Ion Colliders [98, 99] provide a promising
avenue for the feasible measurement of pretzelosity.

In Fig. 3, we present the sin(2ϕ) longitudinal single-spin
asymmetry. This asymmetry is obtained from the convolu-
tion of T-odd pion Boer-Mulders function and the proton

Kotzinian-Mulders function, i.e., A
sin(2ϕ)
UL ∝ −h⊥q̄

1,π ⊗h⊥q
1L,p.

We observe a positive distribution in our predicted asym-
metry, indicating that the up quark Kotzinian-Mulders
function is negative. This inference follows our earlier
investigation [69], where we established the positivity of

the pion Boer-Mulders function for the up quark. We
find that our results are compatible with the predictions
yielding from both the pure-model (LFCQM-LFCQM and
SPM-SPM) and the hybrid calculations (LFCQM-WW-
JAM20 and SPM-WW-JAM20) [12]. This asymmetry re-
mains unmeasurable in COMPASS as it necessitates lon-
gitudinal polarization of the proton target for observation.
Nonetheless, there is potential for future exploration of
this phenomenon through DY experiments employing dou-
bly polarized protons or deuterons, potentially within the
framework of the NICA experiment [100].

In Fig. 4, we show our predictions for the Boer-Mulders
or cos(2ϕ) asymmetry in π−p unpolarized Drell-Yan pro-
cess. This asymmetry is computed from the convolution of
pion Boer-Mulders function and the proton Boer-Mulders

function, i.e., A
cos(2ϕ)
UU ∝ h⊥q̄

1,π ⊗ h⊥q
1,p. There is no exper-

imental data from COMPASS for this asymmetry. How-
ever, a proposed strategy for analyzing this asymmetry has
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been outlined in ref. [29]. We compare our predictions with
pure models (SPM-SPM and LFCQM-LFCQM) as well as
with hybrid calculations. In the hybrid calculations, the
proton Boer-Mulders function is sourced from the BMP10
extraction [96], while the pion Boer-Mulders function is
derived from both LFCQM [44] and SPM [43]. We note
that the magnitude of our predicted asymmetry is slightly
smaller when compared to that of other theoretical predic-
tions. Note that this asymmetry has also been investigated
in ref. [101], where pion distributions are based on a light-
cone model, while the proton distribution is adopted from
the BMP10 extraction. Analyzing the results presented in
Fig. 4 allows for the determination of the sign of the proton
Boer-Mulders function. The positive distribution of the
cos(2ϕ) asymmetry across COMPASS kinematics leads to
the inference that the proton Boer-Mulders function is pos-
itive in the DY process. This inference is supported by our
prior discussion on the positivity of the pion Boer-Mulders

function, from A
sin(2ϕ−ϕs)
UT asymmetry [69]. Notably, this

observation aligns with the sign change observed in the
process-dependent T-odd distribution function, consistent
with findings in SIDIS analyses [38–40].

In Figs. 1-4, we illustrate the distinctions between the
asymmetries produced through the utilization of pertur-
bative and nonperturbative gluon rescattering kernels for
the T-odd pion and proton TMDs. Our findings reveal
that both the perturbatively and nonperturbatively gen-
erated asymmetries align reasonably well with the avail-
able experimental data. Furthermore, it is noteworthy
that the asymmetries generated nonperturbatively exhibit
a slightly greater magnitude compared to those generated
perturbatively.

6. Conclusion

We presented the azimuthal spin asymmetries, specifi-
cally sin(ϕs), sin(2ϕ + ϕs), sin(2ϕ), and cos(2ϕ) asymme-
tries, in the single transversely polarized π−p Drell-Yan
process within the TMD factorization formalism, focus-
ing on the kinematics relevant to the COMPASS exper-
iment. These asymmetries arise from the convolution of
the TMDs of the pion beam and the proton target. We
applied the holographic light-front QCD model to describe
the pion, which leads to an excellent simultaneous depic-
tion of a wide class of different and related pion observ-
ables. Additionally, we employed the widely used quark-
diquark model constructed by the soft-wall AdS/QCD for
the proton. Gluon rescattering plays a critical role in ob-
taining a non-zero pion’s and proton’s T-odd TMDs. We
explored the utilization of a nonperturbative SU(3) gluon
rescattering kernel, surpassing the conventional approxi-
mation of perturbative U(1) gluons.

After implementing the TMD evolution effect, we pre-
sented pure-model computations of the azimuthal asym-
metries. Our analysis revealed that the asymmetries at

COMPASS can be qualitatively depicted (in terms of sign
and magnitude) by the current analysis of the pion’s TMDs
within the holographic light-front QCD framework and the
proton’s TMDs within a light-front quark-diquark model
motivated by the soft-wall AdS/QCD. With respect to in-
terpreting the initial data from the pion-induced Drell-Yan
process with polarized protons, we discerned a robust un-
derstanding. Our analysis led to the conclusion of positive
T-odd TMDs for the up quark in the proton within the
context of the Drell-Yan process, which is opposite to the
sign observed in SIDIS analyses [23, 25, 26]. Based on the
sin(2ϕ + ϕs) asymmetry COMPASS data, no discernible
trend is evident regarding the sign of the up quark’s pret-
zelosity TMD. Nevertheless, we deduced a positive sign for
this TMD, consistent with the predictions of the LFCQM
and the SPM models, but contrasting with the LP15 fit of
pretzelosity. Due to the relatively large statistical uncer-
tainties in COMPASS data, clear trends are not discernible
for any of the azimuthal spin asymmetries. Upcoming,
more precise data from COMPASS and other experimen-
tal facilities will enable us to further solidify the picture.
Our investigation has contributed to providing quantita-
tive tests of the application of the holographic light-front
QCD models to the description of the pion and the proton.
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