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A bstract

Recently it hasbeen argued that the transversem om entum dependent tw ist2 Sivers distribution fiinction
does not vanish in Q CD . T herefore both, the C ollins and Sivers e ects, should be considered in order to
explain the azin uthal single spin asymm etries Ay In pion production in sem iHnclisive deeply inelastic
Jepton scattering of a longitudinally polarized target. On the basis of presently available phenom eno-—
logical inform ation on the Sivers fiinction we estin ate that for those asymm etries Ay, in the kinem atic
region ofthe HERM E S experin ents the Sivers e ect can be neglected w ith respect to the Collins e ect.
It is argued that the sam e feature holds also for the COM PA SS and CLA S experin ents. This justi es
theoretical approaches to understand the HERM E S data on the basis of the Collins e ect only.

Introduction. Recently, Brodsky, Hwang and Schm idt have shown that lading tw ist single soin asym —
m etries in sem iznclisive deeply inelastic scattering (SID IS) can arise from a rescattering betw een the struck
quark and the target rem nant [L]. Collins has shown [R] that this rescattering m echanisn is due to the
Sivers e ect [3], ie.due to the existence ofa (haively) T -odd transverse m om entum dependent distribution
function fl?T (x;p% ), correcting his earlier proof that this distribution fiinction vanishes ] and legitin ating
phenom enologicalwork [5, 6]. The connection between such rescattering (\ nal state Interactions") and a
gauge-invariant de nition of ffT (x;p% ) was further elaborated by Belitsky, Jiand Yuan [7].

In the light of [1, 2] i is not true anym ore that the experimn ental HERM ES results B, 9, 10, 11] on
azin uthal single spin asymm etries in SID IS 0o a longiudinally W ith respect to the beam ) polarized target
can be Interpreted In term s ofthe Collins e ect 4] only. Rather the Sivers e ect should also be considered.
T he corresponding treedevel expressions were derived by M ulderset al. in [12, 13].

In Refs. [14,15,16,17,18,19] it wasain ed at a theoreticalunderstanding ofthe HERM E S data B, 9, 10]
In tem softhe Collinse ect only, relying on the nom ore valid proof 4] that the Sivers distribution fiinction
vanishes. In principle these works should now be corrected to include the Siverse ect.

In thisnote we use presently available phenom enological nform ation on the Sivers fiinction by Anselm ino
et al. B] (cf. RO]) to estin ate the contrdbution ofthe Sivers e ect to the azin uthal sihgl spin asymm etries
In the HERM ES longitudinal target polarization experim ents B, 9, 10] and nd that it can be neglected
com pared to the Collinse ect. W e also argue that in the approach ofthe present authors [18, 19] the neglect
ofthe Sivers e ect was consistent and justi ed from a theoretical point of view .

Sivers e ect in the HERM ES Ilongitudinal target polarization ex-—
perim ent. Let us considerthe processlp ! I’hX (seeFig.1l) where \ "
denotes the longitudinal (wih respect to the beam ) polarization of the pro—
ton target (\+ " m eans polarization opposite to the beam direction).W ih P

denoting the m om entum of the target proton, 1 (1% denotig the m om entum

of the incom ing (outgoing) lepton and P, the m om entum of the produced
hadron, the relevant kinem atical variablesare s = ® + 1)%,g= 1 P wih

2 i . 1 i —
0?= &, x= 2Qp_q' y=29,z= —PPP(; . Let us consider the weighted cross Eejiuﬁlléxm?n“ i}tlfs];f::mp;o
section di erence (cf. ootnote 1 below )
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where S denotes the m odulus of the target polarization and are the corresponding cross sections. T he
fact that in the HERM E S experin ent the cross sections w ere w eighted w ithout the transverse W ih respect
to the hard photon) m om entum k, = Py, Fz is not relevant for our discussion.

A ssum ing factorization the cross section asymm etry S X2 “¥n2 i yasshown in a tree-level calculation
up to O (1=Q ) to receive two contributions { one from the longiudinal and one from the transversal (w ith
regpect to the hard photon) com ponent of the target soin S [12, 13]

sin  k; =hPp, 1

sin  k, =hPy, i (X) = (X) + Sl; k, =hPn, i (X) . (2)

sin k, =hPy, 1 sin k, =hPy, i

T he longitudinalpart isduetotheCollinse ectonly, while In the transversalpart
both Sivers and Collins e ect contrdbute [13]
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with! (recalling the relation P, = zk, between the fragm enting quark and the produced hadron)
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InEq.B)sh s= HrFHi= [@M 2x*) 1L y M 2x*y?=0?)=Q?%+ 4M ?*x?)1"? characterizesthe trans-
verse (W ih respect to the photon) com ponent of the target spin for longiudinal target polarization. H f is
nom alized according to the convention of Refs. [12, 13]. Tn Eq. (4) s denotes the azin uthal anglk of the
target spin around the photon direction w ith respect to lepton scattering plane. For a longiudinal polariza—
tion g = (for \+ " polarization in Eqg. (1)) such that Sivers and C ollins e ect becom e indistinguishable.
W hen integrating overy and z in Egs. (@, 5) one has to consider the cutsW 2 > 4Gev? and 02 > 1Gev?,
02< y< 085and 02< z< 07 in the HERM ES experin ent.

A ssum ing a G aussian distribution of transverse m om enta’ for H f (z;P n» ) one obtains for the cuts of
the HERM E S experin ent

Z 0:7 Z 2 Z 0:7 hkf i .,

2 2 ks i 2 .
dz d°Pnp- H{ (z;Pn:) = : dzH{ (z)= ———-HM 1i: (7)
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The Hf (z) n (7) is de ned by the assum ption of a G aussian distribution of transverse m om enta. It is
this quantity which under certain assum ptions was extracted by the present akuthors In Ref. [18] from the
HERMES data B, 9]. A ssum ing favoured fragm entation (ie.in the ollowing _ meansthe sum over the

1 N ote, that we use the notation of [12, 13] w ith the C ollins function nomm alized w ith respect to lP, i instead ofm , ie.
H 7 =tPn; ihere = H 7 =m Iz, 13;. Correspondingly, it is Py, i which com pensates the dim ension ofk, in the weight of the
cross section asym m etry In Egs. (1, 2, 3) and in the de nition (6). N ote also the opposite de nition of azim uthalangles in [13].

2 T his assum ption does not contradict the HERM E S data, but it is not in agreem ent w ith the phenom enological consider—
ations of Collins [4] or the m odel calculation of Bacchetta et al. in Ref. 21]. However, in a lim ited z—range (02 < z < 0:7 in
the HERM E S experim ent) a relation ofthe kind (7) can alwaysbe assum ed to hold w ith a su cient accuracy for our purposes.
N ote that strictly speaking in the integration over transverse pion m om enta also the experimn ental cuts should be considered
(Pnh» J> 50M eV in the HERM E S experim ents).



corregponding favoured avours) we obtain for the ratio of \Sivers to C ollins cross section asym m etry" the
result . R P 2 L)a

S¥®)  2MtPp,i Wi dysh s @ y+ y*=2)=0° Exfip T ®
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Considering hk? i= (4= )hk. i’ for a G aussian distribution, using tk, i = Py, i=hzi and hserting IPy- 1
04GeV and hzi= 041 B, 9], and the value 1  i=lD ;i= (138 2:8)% reported in [18] we obtain for the
prefactors in Eq. (8) in the kinem atics ofthe HERM E S experin ent

(8)
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A s an estin ate for the Sivers finction we take the resuls ex-— SiverCollins

tracted by Anselm ino et al. In B] (cf. RO)) ﬁ:om the E 704 data 04 | :

R2] on single soin asymm etries in the processp p ! X . Ifone 1;[0:
assum es factorization, there are three possble non-perturbative i - ’

m echanism s which could generate the observed e ect: Collins ef- 03 |

fect, Sivers e ect and a tw ist3 m echanism [R3]. Anselm ino et al.
tried to explain the E 704 data under the assum ption that the ob— ; .
served asymm etry is due to the Sivers e ect only. Under this as— 02 - B
sum ption the follow ing t of the Sivers function to the data was
reported [B] (cf. RO)) L
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L . Figure 2: The \ratio of Sivers to C ollins ef-
The result (10) refers to a scale which is ofthe order of m agnitude g (v a5 de ned in Eq. 8) vs. x fr the kine—

of the large transverse m om entum of the produced pions { typi m atics ofthe HERM ES experim ent

cally 2 3)Gev, ie.com parable to the Q >~region explored in the

HERM E S experin ent. U sing the estin ate (10) for the Sivers function we obtain for the ratio of \Sivers to
Collins e ect" asde ned ;n Eg. (8) the result shown In Fig. 2. (For the transversity distrbution hj x) we
take the prediction ofthe ChiralQ uark Soliton M odel 24] LO -evolred to Q 2= 4Gcev? asused L8, 191.)

Asclaried in 2, 7] (see also R5]) the W ilson-link required to ensure gauge invariance of the expression
for the Sivers-fiinction is process-dependent and in plies opposite signs for fl?T In SID IS and In the D relkYan
process. The connection between £/, n SDIS and np'p! X hasnotbeen claried yet? mFig.2 it
is assum ed that £/, has the sam e sign in these processes (otherw ise the result is to be understood as the
m odulus of the ratio of \Sivers to Collins e ect").

The result in Fig. 2 m eans that relying on the estim ate (10) the contribution of the Sivers e ect to the
azin uthal asym m etries from a longiudinally polarized target can safely be neglected for the kinem atics of
the HERM E S experin ent. W e observe that the Sivers e ect contrbutes or 0023 < x< 04 the HERMES
x-cuts) about 2 3)% to the transversal part of the asymm etry ASHI: inthecascsof ' and °. The
transversalpart provides a negative and in absolute values an aller contribution the totalasymm etry A Srﬁ
com pared to the longitudinalpart [18]. A cocording to our estin ates the Siverse ect would contribute about
10% to the transversalpart in the case of w here, how ever, unfavoured fragm entation e ects play a m uch
m ore Im portant role [16]. In the HERM E S experin ent azin uthal asym m etries were found consistent
w ith zero.) It should be noted that the suppression of the Sivers e ect w ith respect to the Collins e ect is
not a kinem aticale ect fore the respective prefactors are not am all, see Eq. (9).

O ne could be tem pted to interpret (10) asan upperbound forthe Sivers finction fore i quanti esthe right
portion ofthe Sivers e ect needed to explain the E 704 data in temm softhise ect only. H owever, as already
m entioned, there are two m ore e ects nam ely the Collins e ect and the tw ist3 m echanism proposed In R3]
which could give rise to the e ect observed in the E 704 experin ent. O ne could in agine a situation where

3For a discussion of the processesp'p ! X and ep ! X at large transverse m om enta, w hich can be described by related
(w ist3) functions [25], see Ref. R6].



the three e ects were sizeable, but contributed to the net result w ith di erent signs and partially canceled
each other. T herefore, we cannot consider the result ofFig. 2 as a strict upper bound for the contribution
of the Sivers e ect to the HERM ES azin uthalasymm etries from a longiudinally polarized target. R ather
we can interpret the result of Fig. 2 as an indication that the Sivers e ect is of little in portance in the
corresponding HERM E S experin ents 8, 9, 10].

In this context it is interesting to rem ark that Anseln ino et al. also m ade the attem pt to understand the
E 704 data in tem s of the Collins e ect only, observing that in principle this ispossble R7]. By com paring
the H f of the present authors [18] which explainsthe HERM ES data B, 9] by the Collinse ect only) to
theH ; ofAnseln inoetal. R7] which explainsthe E 704 data P2]by the Collinse ect only), we com e to the
follow ing conclusion: The H f of the present authors [18] could account for roughly half the e ect observed
In the E704 experin ent R2]. In particular, the Collins e ect contributes to the E 704 data w ith a positive
sign*. This would exclude the possibility of a partial cancellation of Sivers and Collins e ect. Still there is
the tw ist3 m echanism R3] which does not allow us to consider the result in Fig. 2 as a de nite bound for
the contribution of the Sivers e ect.

Finally we ram ark that the attem pt to explain HERMES data B, 9, 10] in tem s of the Sivers e ect
only, would require a Sivers function one order of m agniude larger and of opposite sign than in the E 704
experim ent (however, cf. the discussion above). So these two experin ents are only com patible wih each
other if the Collins e ect plays an in portant rol.

Calculations in the quark-diquark m odels w ith gluon exchange P29, 30] suggest a som ehow larger Sivers—
function than the estin ate in Eq. (10). However, i should be noted that even a Sivers-fiinction signi cantly
larger (up to an order ofm agnitude) than (10) stillwould yield a negligble e ect, at least for positive and
neutral pions. Thus, qualitatively our conclusions are not altered in the light of the results reported in
29, 301.

CLAS and COM PA SS experim ents. A zinuthal asymm etries will also be studied In the CLA S and
COM PA SS experin ents. W e nd that the suppression e ect of the Sivers w ith respect to the Collins e ect
In asymm etries from a longiudinally target is only weakly sensitive to cuts. The suppression is stronger
w ith increasing scake because £/* decreasesw ith Increasing scalem ore rapidly than hf B1]. Thism eansthat
dedicated experim entsw ith Jongitudinally polarized targetsat CLA'S and COM PA SS can also be interpreted
solkely on the basis of the Collins m echanisn . (P redictions for CLA S are presented by the present authors
In B2]and those ©rCOM PA SS w illbe given elsew here) .

Sivers e ect in SID IS w ith transversely polarized target. In the case ofa Iongiudinally polarized
target both Sivers and Collins e ect contrbute. In contrast, a transversely polarized target allow s a clean
separation of these e ects by using appropriate weights [13]

R 5 5 4
2 ; 1 4 1 4
sin( )k dzdy dP . sin( s)ke 57 mayazare ST dxdydzdZpp,
Ay ®) = K ) s " R
3 dzdydPrn: mrayaames T Sxdayarate s

£.D; Pr\ " (Siverse ect) )
h;H; for\+"(Collnse ect),
where k;, = Py, Fz. In the case of transverse polarization the azin uthal angl of the spin vector di ers
from event to event and has to be detem ined from the data. M ore speci cally the resul for the asym m etry
reads [13]

R 2 4 P 2,7 a:
2 dy 1g::os s @ v+ y*=2)0 o L exf, ) 71

dy @ y+ y?=2)0 4 exfP&)MDii

La
sin ( s)k, =M y

Ayr &) =
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Let us estim ate the azin uthal asymm etry Azﬂ;( k2 M o1 the basis of the results (10) from Ref. B2

A ssum Ing favoured fragm entation we obtain the resul shown in Fig. 3a.

‘g ereby we assum e universality of H f in SID IS and p"p ! X . In Ref. 25] it has recently been argued that there m ight be
no sim ple relation betw een the C ollinsfiinction in SID IS and e e annihilation. (H owever, see also R8].) T he relation between
H? inSDISandp'p! X hasnotbeen clari ed yet.

5Such an estim ate has already been given in R20]in Fig.5 and F ig. 6, which show respectively the num erator and denom inator

ofEq. (12) without z-average) as functions of x and z in 3-D plots.
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FJg'LIIe 3: (@) The single spin azim uthal asym m etry Azj?( s)kz My (x) for and O for the HERM ES kinem atics as a
function of x. N ote that the weight k, =M y provides an arti cial suppression, see text.

() The single spin azim uthalasymmettyA;jI.}( s) (%) (ie. weighted w ithout the factork, =M y ) orthe HERM E S kinem atics

as a function ofx.

T he k, -weighted asym m etry Azﬂ;( $Vk: M is about 1% . However, this does not m ean that the e ect

itself is an all because the k, =M , factor in the weight introduces an arti cial suppression of the e ect. In
B, 20] the result k2 &)i*™2 = 047x°%% (1 x)°*®M , wasused from a parton m odelbased analysis B3].
This result inplies that tk? (x)i'™2 < 02M , frallx. In order to com pare the e ect \m ore directly" to
the asym m etries ASHI: B3 4)% measured by HERMES [B, 9, 10] we consider the asym m etry weighted
w ithout the factor k, =M , , which we estin ate as ollow s (cf. A ppendix)

A

sin ( s) N sin ( s)kr =M x .

UrT (X) hkT i UT (X) . (13)

W e roughly approxinate hkr i hk? i'™2 and take hk? i= hk? (x)i from [B3]. (It is consistent and necessary

to use fl?T from [5, 20] In connection w ith hk% i from [B3]because the latter was used explicitly In Ref. B] to
t £7. under the above-m entioned assum ptions.)

The result for the asym m etry weighted w ithout the factork, =M , , 255" ) x), isshown in Fig.3b. W e
sin( + ) arr ?a
x)/ hiH

see that the e ect itself isnot sm all. H ow ever, the corresponding (non—k- -weighted) A ',
Collins e ect asymm etry is larger, nam ely ofO 0% ) [B4].

Caloulationsbased on a quark-diquark m odel approach yield an A;erl( *) (¢) of com parable m agniude
at large (in the HERM ES kinem atics) x 03, but substantially m ore sizeable than the result in Fig. 3b
In the region x < 02 B0l We em phasize that the results In Figs. 3a and 3b can only be viewed as rough

sin ( s)ks, =M y sin (

estim atesw ith the ©llow ing signi cance: FHERM ESm easured A ;¢ OrA . S)ofoomparab]e
order ofm agnitude as the results in F igs. 3a and 3b, then the argum ents and estin ates given In the context
ofFig.2 would experim entally be justi ed.

Comm ent on the calculations of Ay by the present authors. In Refs. [18, 19]  was ained at
descrbing the HERM ES data B, 9, 10] In term s of the Collins e ect only.

T he approach of [18, 19] consists in com bining resuls from the instanton m odelofthe Q CD vacuum [35]
and from the chiral quark-soliton m odel [36, 37] for the nucleon chirally odd distrbution finctions hj (x)
and hi (x) R4, 38]. This approach is consistent because the chiral quark-soliton m odel was derived from
the instanton vacuum m odel. A am all param eter which played an in portant rolk in this derivation is the
Instanton packing fraction { the ratio ofthe average Instanton size to the average separation R of instantons
(in Euclidean space-tine). Num erically =R  1=3 with (600M ev) 1.

T he neglect of Sivers function fl?Ta in the approach of Refs. [18, 19] is fully consistent for the follow ing
reason. In Ref. [39] Pobylitsa showed that in a Jarge class of chiralm odels \T -odd" distribution functions
are strictly zero. In particular in the chiral quark-soliton m odel ffTa = 0. This can be understood by
considering that in QCD £/ does not vanish under tin e reversal only due to the non-trivial transversal
part oftheW ilson line entering the de nition offfT (x;p% ) B, 7]. M ost chiralm odels are based on quark and
G oldstoneboson degrees of freedom , and them odeling ofthe W ilson-line isbeyond the scope of such m odels.



By iself this does not m ean that the Sivers function is necessarily sm all or even zero in nature. Indeed,
other m odels which explicitly take into account glionic degrees of freedom have no problem w ith m odeling
the W ilson-line. O ne exam ple are the quark-diquark m odels w ith gluion exchange ofRefs. [1, 29, 30].)

H ow ever, if one considers that in the chiral quark-soliton m odel fl?Ta = 0 and that thism odelin a certain
sense corresoonds to the zeroth order In the param eter =R ofthe instanton m odel [40], then one arrives at
the conclusion that fl?Ta is suppressed In the param eter =R . This conclusion is drawn here indirectly and
should, of course, be reinvestigated in the instanton vacuum m odelusing the m ethods developed in [41].

For the caloulations of Ay, at HERM ES by the present authors [18, 19] the inform ation that £° is
strictly zero In the chiralquark-soliton m odel (and suppressed in the instanton vacuum m odel) is, from the
theoretical point of view , fully su cient to neglect Sivers e ect. A s we have seen above, this is supported
also by phenom enology.

Conclusions. It was shown that on the basis of presently available phenom enological inform ation on the
Sivers function [B] the contrlbution of the Sivers e ect to single spin asymm etries from a longiudinally
polarized target can be neglected w ith respect to the Collins e ect. This result m eans that the HERMES
data B, 9, 10] indeed provide us w ih rst insights into the chirally odd structure of the nuclkon, and that
the theoreticale ortsto understand these data in term softhe Collinse ectonly [14,15,16,17,18,19]were
Justi ed. The sam e applies to CLA S and COM PA SS kinem atics, which is an encouraging result for these
experim ents where (m ost of the beam -tin ) longitudinally polarized targets w illbe used.

Single son azim uthalasym m etries from transversely polarized targets allow an unam biguous distinction
ofthe Collinsand Siverse ect. Such asymm etries are presently studied by the HERM ES [11]and COM PA SS
collaborations. Relying on the inform ation on the Sivers fiinction from Ref. B] one can estin ate the Sivers
e ect on single soin asymm etries from a transversely polarized proton target to be about 5% . Thismust
not be considered as an absolute prediction, rather as a rough indication for the size of the e ect, and will
serve as a thorough experin ental test of the considerations presented in this note. O ur predictions for the
Collins e ect in single spin asym m etries from a transversely polarized target w ill be presented elsew here.
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A ppendix. Explicit formulae for azin uthal asym m etries weighted w ith an appropriate power of trans—
verse m om entum were derived in [13]. In asym m etries weighted w ithout an appropriate power of k, the
transversem om enta in the unintegrated distrbution and fragm etation finctions, in our case £/,* x;kZ ) and
D1 (z;K %;D ), rem ain convoluted. (For a discussion of the m eaning of unintegrated distrdbution functions in
QCD, seeRef. [42].) In order to dealw ith this case two approaches have been followed in the literature.

O ne approach consists in approxin ating (in the lucid notation of [L3])

2M , ko
S)OTO Her 1 MNsm S)OTo

sin ( (14)
T his approach was chosen In Refs. [14, 16] in studies of Ay asymm etries, and in Ref. B0] in studies of the
Ayt asymm etry which we consider here. Eq. (13) is just the estin ate (14) in a di erent notation.

A nother approach consists In directly evaluating the asym m etriesw ith a G aussian ansatz (cf. footnote 2)

exp ( kZ=hkZ i)

2.
ks i

F &;k3)=F ) (15)
where F (x ;k% ) denotes a gener:l%\unjntegrated distrbbution or fragm entation function. T he nom alization
factors in Eq. (15) are such that d?krF (x;kZ) = F (x) holds. Under the assum ption (15) we obtain

G auss

aAShO o) ) B corr the resul in Eq. (13) ;
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16)
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T he transversem om enta ofthe fragm enting quarks are related to those ofthe produced hadronsby K f;D i
hPﬁ? i=hz?i. E g. (16) can be derived follow ing Ref. [12], where explicit exam ples of sin ilar calculationsbased
on the ansatz (15) can be found. T his approach was chosen in the case ofAy asymmetriesin [17, 18, 19].

T he appearance of a \correction factor" between the heuristic estim ate In Eqg. (14) and the consistent
calculation under a G aussian assum ption is not surprizing. In the present case one nds an x-dependent
Beorr © 0: (Orikiifrom B3land K7, i P2, i=hz’i from the HERM ES experin ent). Ie. the second
m ethod would yield a substantially an aller result. Both approaches are, of course, heuristic and it is not
clear which could be m ore realistic and reliable. In this work we preferred the approach based on Eqg. (14)
In order to directly com pare to other calculations reported In literature [B0].

Note that Br 6§ 1 means that the estimate (14) is not com patble with a G aussian distrbution of
transverse m om enta. T herefore we approxin ate hkr i hkfw i in the sequence ofEq. (13), as there would be
no justi cation to use, eg., the relation hkr i* = hk? i=4 valid for a G aussian distrbution only.

Tt should be stressed that azin uthal asymm etries o er { beyond nsights into the T -odd Collins and
Siversm echanism s { also the opportuniy to leam about transverse quark m om enta in hadrons. An analysis
of data from HERMES (and other experim ents) using both, weights w th and w ithout an explicit factor
kr = Pn, Fz, could provide valuable phenom enological insights. From a strict theoretical point of view,
how ever, the weighting w ith appropriate factors ofky is preferable [13].
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