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ABSTRACT: The Drell-Yan hadronic tensor for electromagnetic (EM) current is calculated
in the Sudakov region s > Q2 > qi with é accuracy, first at the tree level and then with
the double-log accuracy. It is demonstrated that in the leading order in NN, the higher-twist
quark-quark-gluon TMDs reduce to leading-twist TMDs due to QCD equation of motion.
The resulting tensor for unpolarized hadrons is EM gauge-invariant and depends on two
leading-twist TMDs: f; responsible for total DY cross section, and Boer-Mulders function
hf. The order-of-magnitude estimates of angular distributions for DY process seem to
agree with LHC results at corresponding kinematics.
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1 Introduction

The Drell-Yan (DY) process of production of lepton pairs with large invariant mass in
hadronic collisions [1] is one of the most important tools to study QCD. From experimental
viewpoint, it is a unique source of information about partonic structure of hadrons [2]. On
the theoretical side, it serves as a testing ground for factorization approaches in various
kinematics regions, like the classical collinear factorization [3-8], TMD factorization [9-13],
and SCET [14-17].

The differential cross section of DY process is determined by the product of leptonic
tensor and hadronic tensor. The hadronic tensor W, is defined as

def 1 —igx
W,ul/(pAupB7Q) = W Z/d4$ € 1 <pA>pB|JM(x)‘X><X|JV(O)‘pA7pB>
X

1

— (27T)4/d4gj e_iqar<pA’pB|JH(;z:)JV(O)|pA,pB>. (1.1)




where pa,pp are hadron momenta, ¢ is the momentum of DY pair, > denotes the sum
over full set of “out” states and J, is either electromagnetic or Z-boson current. In this
paper I consider only the case of electromagnetic current, the Z-boson case will be studied in
a separate publication. For unpolarized hadrons, the hadronic tensor W, is parametrized
by 4 functions, for example in Collins-Soper frame [18|

W = — (guw — (](’;#)(WT + Waa) — 2X, X, Wan

+ Z,2,(Wp, — Wp = Wan) — (X, Zy + X, Z,)Wa  (1.2)

where X, Z are unit vectors orthogonal to ¢ and to each other (their explicit form is
presented in Sect. 8.2).

Conventionally, the analysis of hadronic tensor (1.1) in the Sudakov region ¢? = Q2 >
qﬁ_ is performed by using TMD factorization. For example, functions W and Waa can be
represented in a standard TMD-factorized way [9, 19|

Wi = ﬂz 6?/6121&175«%(“, kL)D](fi/)B($B,QL —k1)Ci(g, k1)

+ power corrections + Y — terms (1.3)

where Dy /4 (7 a, k1) is the TMD density of a parton f in hadron A with fraction of momen-
tum 24 and transverse momentum £, Dy /B (rp,q1 — k1) is a similar quantity for hadron
B, and coefficient functions C;(q, k) are determined by the cross section o(ff — u*pu~) of
production of DY pair of invariant mass ¢® in the scattering of two partons.

There is, however, a problem with Eq. (1.3) for the functions W, and Wa. The reason
is that while W and Wana are determined by leading-twist quark TMDs, W, and W start
from terms % and ~ é—%determined by quark-quark-gluon TMDs. The power corrections
~ % were found in Ref. [20] more than two decades ago but there was no calculation of

2
power corrections ~ % until recently. Also, the leading-twist contribution is not gauge

L' Tt is well known from DVCS studies that check of EM gauge invariance

invariant.
sometimes involves cancellation of contributions of different twists (see e.g. [21-27]) so the
fact that we need power corrections to check ¢"W,, = 0 should not come as a surprise.
Still, the absence of gauge invariance may cause discomfort in practical applications of TMD
factorization.

In a recent paper [28] A. Tarasov and the author calculated power corrections ~ 22—35 to
total DY cross section production which are determined by quark-quark-gluon operators.
In this paper I present the result of calculation of symmetric part of W, (¢) for unpolarized
hadrons at large s > Q% > qi relevant for DY experiments at LHC. The method of
calculation is based on the rapidity factorization approach developed in Refs. |28, 29]. The
calculations will be performed in the leading order in perturbation theory, first at the tree
level and then in the double-logarithmic approximation for coefficient functions C;(g, k). In
this paper I consider only the production of leptons by virtual photon and leave the case of
Z-boson production for future publication.

!Hereafter gauge invariance of hadronic tensor means electromagnetic (EM) gauge invariance, namely
that ¢"W,, = 0.



To find all functions in Eq. (1.2) we need to have gauge-invariant expression for W,
in terms of TMDs. As noted above, only Wp and Waa come from leading-twist quark-
antiquark TMD while two other structures come from higher-twist quark-antiquark-gluon
TMDs. Fortunately, in the leading order in N, the latter are related to the former by QCD
equations of motion (28], see also Ref. [20]). Moreover, in the small-z region x4,zp < 1
all structures can be expressed by just two leading-twist TMDs - f1(x, k) (responsible for
the total cross section) and hi (z, k) (the Boer-Mulders function [30]). The results for four
functions in Eq. (1.2), presented in next Section, are of the type of Eq. (1.3) with TMDs
fi(z, k1) and/or hi (x, k1) and tree-level coefficient functions constructed of ¢ and k| .

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 I present the resulting gauge-invariant
expression for W, up to & terms which is calculated in the rest of the paper. In section
3 the TMD factorization is derived from the rapidity factorization of the double functional
integral for a cross section of particle production. In section 4 I explain the method of calcu-
lation of power corrections based on approximate solution of classical Yang-Mills equations.
Using this method, DY hadronic tensor for small x is calculated in Sections 5, 6, and 7.
Section 8 contains results of calculations and order-of-magnitude estimate of angular coef-
ficients of DY cross section. The matching of obtained TMDs and coefficient functions C;
in the double-log approximation is discussed in Sect. 9 and the last section 10 is devoted
to conclusions and outlook. The necessary technical details can be found in appendices.

2 Gauge-invariant hadronic tensor

To set up the stage, in this Section I present the final result for tree-level DY hadronic
tensor. It is determined by two leading-twist TMDs: the function flf (z,k, ) responsible
for the total DY cross section and Boer-Mulders time-odd function hi (z,k, ) (the explicit
definition of these functions is presented in the Appendix 11.2). The result reads

1
Wile) = - 36 [ @ [P k) Whia ko) + B @ koWl k)] (21)
‘o

where ey are electric charges of quarks, ¢ = x4pa +xppp + ¢ and

Fl(g.k) = f{(ankJ_)flf(fUBa(q_k)J_) + fl e ff
H(q,k1) = hi(za,ko)bhi (vs, (@ —k)L) + hip > hiy (2.2)



The gauge-invariant structures W;ﬁ, and Wlﬁ are given by
2(k,qg—k), 2
Wi, k) = —gu + (Qz)g + [wapauky + xBpBu(q — )y + 1 > V]

422 e
+ APAuPAv ;2 BPBuPBv (q _ k)2

Q4 kJ_ + Q4 1>
I
Juv
m*Wil(q. k1) = = [k (@ = k) + k(g = k) + g (kg — k)1 ]—2521u<q—k>i
i J_ (q - k)i
472 v 432 v
- if“gf“ B (kg = k) = = Z R (g — k)L (kg — k)1 } 23)

of our notations is specified in the next Section, see the paragraph including Eq. (3.2)). It
is easy to check that q“W:; = 0 and q“Wﬁ, = 0. As we will see below, in some of the
structures the corrections to Eq. (2.1) are of order O(x4) and O(x ) while in others on the

where gW and g, are transverse and longitudinal parts of metric tensor (the explicit form

top of that there are corrections ~ O( ) times some other higher-twist TMDs discussed
in Ref. [28]. It should be also noted that WF part coincides with the result obtained in
Refs. [31, 32| using parton Reggeization approach to DY process [33].

In the rest of the paper I will derive the above equations and discuss their accuracy.
Let me mention upfront that since the approximations made in Eq. (2.1) are z4,2p5 < 1
and qi < @Q? ~ x4xps, I hope that the results of this paper can be used for studies of
DY process at LHC with Q% ~ 100GeV or less. 2 Last but not least, the derivation of the
above equations is lengthly so the readers interested in final formulas for structures W; and
the discussion of approximations can go directly to Sect. 8.

3 TMD factorization from rapidity factorization

As was mentioned in the Introduction, to find the TMD formulas of Eq. (1.3) type I use the
rapidity factorization approach to developed in Refs. [28, 29]. Let me quickly summarize
basic ideas of this approach. The sum over full set of “out” states in Eq. (1.1) can be
represented by a double functional integral

(27T)4W/J,V(pA7p37Q) = Z/d‘lx e_iqr<pA,pB|J,U,($)|X><X"]V(O)|pAva> (31)
Eansell AR Atp)=Alts) t=w(ty) . . o )
= tig@oo d*x e zqw/ DA#DAM/ Dy Dr1p Dy D) \IlpA (A(t;),¥(t;))

-

X WS (A(t:), d(ti)e1Saop(Ab)iSacn () T (2)., (0)W,,, (A(t:), v(t:)) Uy (Alt:), 0(E:)).

2The reader should not be confused by using small-z approximation at LHC with Q@ ~ 100GeV. One
should distinguish between small-x approximation and small-x resummation. In the kinematics discussed
in this paper x4 ~ xp ~ 0.1 so the small-x resummation of asInz,(py is unnecessary, or better to say,
should be done on the par with Sudakov resummation of asInQ?/q3, see e.g. Ref. [34]. On the other
hand, if one has an expression like fi(2a,k1) +2af (x4, kL), one can safely neglect the second term, see
the discussion in Appendix 11.3.



where J, = > .o € fiﬁf’yuwf is the electromagnetic current. In this double functional
integral the amplitude (X|.J,(0)|pa,pp) is given by the integral over 1, A fields whereas
the complex conjugate amplitude (p4, pp|J*(x)|X) is represented by the integral over ¥, A
fields. Also, \Iip(ff(ti), 1(t;)) denotes the proton wave function at the initial time ¢; and the
boundary conditions A(t) = A(t;) and 1/;(tf) = 1(ty) reflect the sum over all states X, cf.
Refs. [35-37].

We use Sudakov variables p = ap; + Bp2 + p1, where p; and py are light-like vectors
close to p4 and pp so that pg = p1 + %2]92 and pg = p1 + mTng with m being the proton
mass. Also, we use the notations x, = xﬂp‘f and z, = x#p‘; for the dimensionless light-cone
coordinates (z, = /324 and x4 = \/3x_). Our metric is g** = (1,—1,—1,—1) which
we will frequently rewrite as a sum of longitudinal part and transverse part:

2

9" = 9" + 91" = Z(hps +phpt) + 91" (3.2)
Consequently, p-q = (apBy + agBp)35 — (p,q)L Where (p,q)L = —piq*. Throughout the
paper, the sum over the Latin indices i, j, ... runs over two transverse components while
the sum over Greek indices u, v, ... runs over four components as usual.

Following Ref. [29] we separate quark and gluon fields in the functional integral (3.1)
into three sectors (see figure 1): “projectile” fields A,,1¥4 with |5] < op, “target” fields
By, v p with |a] < oy and “central rapidity” fields Cy, ¥c with |a| > o and |5] > o), see
Fig. 1. 3 Our goal is to integrate over central fields and get the amplitude in the factorized

pa “Projectile” fields : 8] < oy

“Central” fields

PB

“Target” fields : |a| < oy

Figure 1. Rapidity factorization for DY particle production

form, i.e. as a product of functional integrals over A fields representing projectile matrix
elements (TMDs of the projectile) and functional integrals over B fields representing target
matrix elements (TMDs of the target). In the spirit of background-field method, we “freeze”
projectile and target fields and get a sum of diagrams in these external fields. Since |5| < o,
in the projectile fields and |a| < o in the target fields, at the tree level one can set with
power accuracy 8 = 0 for the projectile fields and o = 0 for the target fields - the corrections
will be O((TT;) and O(g%) Beyond the tree level, the integration over C fields produces

3 Although the kinematics is best suited for LHC collider, I call A hadron “projectile” and B hadron
“target” for convenience.



logarithms of the cutoffs 0, and o; which match the corresponding logs in TMDs of the
projectile and the target, see the discussion in Sect. 9

From integrals over projectile and target fields in the above equation we see that the
functional integral over C fields should be done in the background of A and B fields satis-

fying

A(ty) = Alty), alty) = ¥alty) and B(tg) = Blty), ¢p(ty) = va(ts). (3.3)

Combining this with our approximation that at the tree level 8 = 0 for A, A fields and
o = 0 for B, B fields, which corresponds to A = A(xe,z,), A = A(ze,z,) and B =
B(zs,21), B = B(xy,x.), we see that for the purpose of calculation of the functional
integral over central fields we can set

A(SU.,:UJ_) = A(xth)v wA(xth_) = 7/].»4(1'07 $J_)

and

B(zy,x1) = B(zs,z1), Yp(xe,x1)=10p(zs ). (3.4)

In other words, since A4, ¢ and A, ¢ do not depend on z,, if they coincide at z, = oo
they coincide everywhere. Similarly, since B, 15 and B, 1;3 do not depend on x,, if they
coincide at x4 = oo they should be equal.

Summarizing, we see that at the tree level in our approximation

Ctp)=C(ty)  _ _ Polty)=tolty) - . —iforiS
/DC’N/ DC’M/DwCch/ DiypcDipe Ju(x)J,(0) e 2eTt=c

= O(q,x; A, v4; B, ), (3.5)

where now S¢g = SQCD(C + A+ B,Yo+ s+ 1[)3) - SQCD(A,M)A) - SQCD(B, Y/JB) and
SC = SQCD(C' + A+ B,?ﬁc +va+YB) — SQCD(AJﬁA) — SQCD(B;wB)- It is well known
that in the tree approximation the double functional integral (3.5) is given by a set of
retarded Green functions in the background fields [38-40] (see also appendix A of ref. [29]
for the proof). Since the double functional integral (3.5) is given by a set of retarded Green
functions in the background fields A and B, the calculation of the tree-level contribution
to ¥y,1 in the r.hs. of Eq. (3.5) is equivalent to solving YM equation for ¢(z) and
A, (x) with initial condition that the solution has the same asymptotics at ¢ — —oo as the
superposition of incoming projectile and target background fields.

The hadronic tensor (1.1) can now be represented as

1 —iqz A P h
W (pa,pB,q) = (%)4/61495 e """ (pal{pB|Ouv(q, 75 A, b a; B,bB)pa)lps), (3.6)

where (’jm,(q,a:;A, @ZA; B,@B) should be expanded in a series in fl, @A, B, 1&3 operators
and evaluated between the corresponding (projectile or target) states: if

Oun(a, 7 A, a; B, bg) = Z/dzmd%@cm,n(q,w)ff)A(zm)i’B(zZ) (3.7)



where ¢, 5, are coefficients and ® can be any of A,,, 1 or 1 with appropriate Lorentz indices.
We get then

1

Wi = (2m)4

Jatae S [dencnnla, o) oalbaen)lpa) [ deionl@at:plpa). (3:5)

As we will demonstrate below, the relevant operators d 4 and & are quark and gluon fields
with Wilson-line type gauge links collinear to either ps for A fields or py for B fields.

4 Power corrections and solution of classical YM equations

4.1 Power counting for background fields

As we discussed in previous section, to get the hadronic tensor in the form (3.6) we need
to calculate the functional integral (3.5) in the background of the fields (3.4). Since we

integrate over fields (3.4) afterwards, we may assume that they satisfy Yang-Mills equations
4

iDava = 0, DYAL, = g° > Phytvd,
!

iPppp = 0, DyBL, = g°> vhyt™v, (4.1)
f

where A,, = 9,4, — 0,4, —i[A,, A)), DYy = (0" — i[A",) and similarly for B fields. °

It is convenient to choose a gauge where A, = 0 for projectile fields and B, = 0 for
target fields. (The existence of such gauge was proved in appendix B of Ref. [29] by explicit
construction.) The relative strength of Lorentz components of projectile and target fields
in this gauge was found in ref. [29]

5/2 3/2

]511/},4(.’13.,1]_) ~ mL ) ’YiwA(x.axJ_) ~ mL ) ?2¢A($o7l’¢) ~ Sy,
PUB(Es 1) ~ symi, YiYp(Te L) ~ mi/27 Po¥B(Ti, L) ~ mi/2,
Ao(e, 1) ~ Bi(ws,x1) ~ m?, Ai(xe,x1) ~ Bi(xy,x1) ~my. (4.2)

Here m, is a scale of order of m or ¢;. As discussed in Refs. [28, 29|, our rapidity
factorization (3.8) is applicable in the region where s,Q? > ¢2,m? while the relation
between qi and m? and between Q? and s may be arbitrary. Correspondingly, for the
purpose of counting of powers of s, we do not distinguish between s and Q? so our power
counting will be correct at any Bjorken x. The distinction will come at a later time when we
specify to small x and disregard % in comparison to é in final expressions for TMDs and /or
coefficient functions. Similarly, for the purpose of power counting we will not distinguish
between m and ¢, so we introduce m_  which may be of order of m or ¢, depending on
matrix element.

4As was mentioned above, for the purpose of calculation of integral over C fields the projectile and target
fields are “frozen”.

5Since we are dealing with tree approximation and quark equations of motion, it is convenient to include
coupling constant g in the definition of gluon fields.



Note also that in our gauge

Ai(ze, 1) = 2/% dr, Awi(zh, 1), Bi(we,z,) = 2/1* dz!, Bei(zh, 1) (4.3)
SJ)_00 $J-—x
where Ay; = FLA ) and Be; = F.(ZB ) are field strengths for A and B fields respectively.
Thus, to find TMD factorization formula with power corrections at the tree level we
need to calculate the functional integral (3.1) in the background fields of the strength given
by egs. (4.2).

4.2 Approximate solution of classical equations at qi < Q2.

As we discussed in section 3, the calculation of the functional integral (3.5) over C-fields
in the tree approximation reduces to finding fields C,, and ¥¢ as solutions of Yang-Mills
equations for the action S¢ = Sqcp(C+A+B, Yo+¥a+vp)—Sqep (4, ¥a)—Sqen (B, ¥B)

(i + gA + gB + 9@) (W) +vh +ul) = 0, (4.4)
D'Fi(A+B+C) = g () + 0f + )t (W) + vk + ).
f

The solution of eq. (4.4) which we need corresponds to the sum of set of diagrams in
background field A + B with retarded Green functions, see figure 2. The sum of tree

Figure 2. Typical diagram for the classical field with projectile/target sources. The Green func-
tions of central fields are given by retarded propagators.

diagrams with retarded Green functions gives fields C,, and ¢ that vanish at £ — —oo.

Thus, we are solving the usual classical YM equations ©
DR, = g2 Wiy, P = o, (4.5)
f

where

Ay=Cu+Au+ B, W=yl +of +of
P, = i0,+Cy+A,+B,, Fu = 0,A —pev—ilA, A (4.6)

SWe take into account only u,d, s, c quarks and consider them massless. In principle, one can include
“massless” b-quark for ¢ > m?.



with boundary conditions

Au(x) =7 Ay(ze,r),  U(2) =T a(ze, L),
Au(x) =" By(rw,7r), U(z) =" Yp(r., ) (4.7)

following from C,,, ¢ 5% 0. These boundary conditions reflect the fact that at t — —oo

we have only incoming hadrons with A and B fields.

As discussed in Ref. [29], for our case of particle production with % < 1 it is possible
to find the approximate solution of (4.5) as a series in this small parameter. One solves
Egs. (4.5) iteratively, order by order in perturbation theory, starting from the zero-order
approximation in the form of the sum of projectile and target fields

AP(z) = Au(ze,21) + Bu(zs,21),
\II[O]<1') - ¢A($07$L)+¢B($*a$i) <48)

and improving it by calculation of Feynman diagrams with retarded propagators in the
background fields (4.8).

Let me now explain how the parameter mi /s comes up in the rapidity-factorization
approach (for details, see Ref. [29]). When we expand quark and gluon propagators in
powers of background fields, we get a set of diagrams shown in figure 2. The typical bare
gluon propagator in figure 2 is

1 1
- = - . 4.9
p? + iepo afs —p% +ie(a+ B) (4.9)

In the tree approximation, the transverse momenta in tree diagrams are determined by
further integration over projectile (“A”) and target (“B”) fields in eq. (3.1) which converge
on either ¢; or my. On the other hand, the integrals over a converge on either oy or o ~ 1

and similarly the characteristic 8’s are either 5, or B ~ 1. Since oyf8;5 = Qﬁ > qi, one
2
can expand gluon and quark propagators in powers of 5—55

1 2 /s
p? + iepo s(a+ie)(B + ie) (1 + (a+ :S(ﬁ + i) + )7 (4.10)
P 1( 12 Py P )<1+ /s >

P2 +iepy  s\B+ie a-+ie (a+ie)(B +ic) (o +ie) (B + ie)

After the expansion (4.10), the dynamics in the transverse space effectively becomes trivial:
all background fields stand either at x or at 0. Note that in this statement is solely a
consequence of Q> qi and does not rely on small-z approximation.

4.3 Power expansion of classical quark fields

2
mi

L (the corresponding ex-

2
Now we expand the classical quark fields in powers of 24 ~
P

pansion of classical gluon fields is presented in Ref. [29], but we do not need it here). As
demonstrated in Ref. [28], expanding it in powers of p? / pﬁ we obtain

U(x) = Ui(x) + Po(z)+ ..., (4.11)



where

- —_ < 1 7 o1
Uy = Ya+=1, & = _&’YZBi —p4 = —0uB" —14,
S o+ 1€ S o+ 1€
. - = = . i1
U = ¢A+:'17 =1 = = (wA )’YZBZZ% = _*(wA )Blo'oz
o — i€ s o — i€
= = P 1 i
Uy = = Hy = — 44 = -
2 Y + Ea, 2 ] z6+i€¢B SUz ﬁ—i—zewB’
T, o —_ —_ 7 1 y
Uy = Yp+2, Z2 = —(vB )'y’AzJﬁ = —7(7,/)3 JAioei  (4.12)

B —ie S B—

2
and dots stand for terms subleading in é—é and/or ag, f, parameters (hereafter we assume
the small-z approximation «y, 5; < 1 in all calculations). In this formula

—talena) = =i dal valela),
(¢A )(xnﬂ?l) = i/x. dwy Pa(re, 1) (4.13)

and similarly for 5%7% For brevity, in what follows we denote (Yal)(z) = (Ya=2-)(2)
and (1/13%)(3;) = (wBﬁ)(m). Let us estimate the relative size of corrections = in Eq.
(4.12) at small z. As we will see, é and % transform to aiq and Biq in our TMDs so

S1~ b~ bags B vags o~ e (4.14)

if ag ~ By ~ % (recall that we assume that the DY pair is emitted in the central region

of rapidity). For example, the correction ~ [111A7y~2] WJB%/Hl] will be of order of & 2 in
comparison to leading-twist contribution [ty 4, ¥5][¥BV04]. T

5 Hadronic tensor at s > Q%> ¢

In general, our method is applicable for calculation of power corrections at any s, Q> >
qi, m?\, However, the expressions are greatly simplified in the physically interesting case
s> Q* > ¢% which is considered in this paper.

As we noted above, we take into account only hadronic tensor due to electromagnetic
currents of u,d, s, c quarks and consider these quarks to be massless. It is convenient to
define coordinate-space hadronic tensor multiplied by NC% (and denoted by extra “check”

mark) as follows

. 2

W (pa,pB,v) = Nc;<pA,pB|Ju(fU)Ju(0)’pA,pB> (5.1)
s/2 —1qr X

WMV(pAva7Q) = (27_‘_)/4]\[ d4l'€ 1 WMV(pA7pBax)'

2
"The reader may wonder why there are no corrections ~ qQ—Q coming from next terms in the expansion
(4.11) like [ (x)v, 05 (2)][¥5E(0)V. ?2 v79; B; ¥ 4(0)]. The reason is that % between ¢ (0) and B;(0)

does not transform to é and remains ~ O( ), see the discussion in the Appendix 8.3.4 of Ref. [28§].

~10 -



For future use, let us also define the hadronic tensor in mixed representation: in momentum
longitudinal space but in transverse coordinate space

W/W(pAapB) q) = /dZ‘Tl ei(q@)LWMV(a% Bqa xL)a (52)

1 2 —tgTe—1BqT
Wlog, Bg,x1) = Ws/dw.d:c* e~ 1o =iBa () ) pp| T (Tes Tu, 21 )T, (0)|pa, PB)-

After integration over central fields in the tree approximation we obtain

W (pa,pp, @) = N2 (A, BlJu(e, 24, 21) 0 (0)|4, B) (5.3)
where
JE = T+ T+ T+ Jha,
= e ul. By = el 54
! !
and similarly for Ji; and J% ,. Here (A, B|O(¢a, Ay, ¥B, Bu)|A, B) denotes double func-
tional integral over A and B fields which gives matrix elements between projectile and
target states of Eq. (3.8) type.
The leading-twist contribution to W), (q) comes only from product J% 5(z)J% 4(0) (or

J5 4(2)J% 5(0)), while power corrections may come also from other terms like J%(x).J%(0).
We will consider all terms in turn.

5.1 Leading-twist contribution and Q2 terms from J' 5 (x)J% 4(0)
Power expansion of J 5(z)J} 4 (0) reads
where quark fields are given by Eq. (4.12). As we mentioned above, in Ref. [2§] it is

2
demonstrated that terms neglected in the r.h.s. lead to power corrections ~ ;]TL or ~ 5 -

which are much smaller than a;% S = Zjﬁ ~ % (if DY pair is emitted in the central region
of rapidity). Note that since we want to calculate the leading power corrections, we can

substitute Qﬁ with Q2. In the limit s > Q% > qi this change of variables can only lead to
8

errors of the order of subleading power terms.
As to terms ~ Wy (z)7y,¥2(z)P2(0)7,¥1(0), they can be decomposed using eq. (4.12)
as follows:
(¥4 +E1) (@) (¥5 + Z2) (2)] [(¥5 + Z2) (0)3 (Y4 + E1) (0)] + 240
A(@) . ¥B(2)] [¥B(0)1,14(0)] (5.6)

(9 )

+ Er(@)1utp@)] [$B(0)0a0)] + [a(2)7,Z2(x)] [¢5(0) 14 (0)]

+ [Pa@)up(@)] (22007040 + [Pa@)up(@)] [$5(0)3,51(0)]

+ [E1(@)15(2)] [¢8(0)121(0)] + [Ya(2)1,Z2(2)] [E2(0)7,%4(0)]

+ Ex(@hbs(@)] [E2(00mva(0)] + [Da(@)322(w)] [55(0)%5:(0)]

+ [E1(@)7,52(0)] (05003 04(0)] + [a(@)705(2)] [F20005:(0)] + @ <0

8Except for the leading-twist term where the difference between Qﬁ and Q? matters.

— 11 —



where the square brackets mean trace over Lorentz and color indices.
First, let us consider the leading-twist term coming from the first term in the r.h.s. of
this equation.

5.2 Leading-twist contribution

As we mentioned, the leading-twist term comes from JY 5(z)J% 4(0) and
J5 4 (2)J% 5(0). Using Fierz transformation (11.1) one obtains

%([J}A(l‘-a )@, 1) [UB(0)nYa(0)] + p e v) + x40

= % [ = (Yava)(WBYB) + (Vavsva)(WBY5¥B) + (Vavata) (WY YB)

+ (Yavarsta) (WY Y50B) — %(QﬁAUO‘BwA)(&BUaﬁwB)]

1 _ 1 _
- ?8[(¢A7uwA)(¢BVV¢B) +pe v - ?SWAWWWA)(@Z)B’YWWB) +p > ]

+ QLS[(TZJAO-VO&¢A)(QZ)BO-NC¥/{/)B) + (@bAO'uawA)(i/_JBO'yawB)] + <0 (57)

where all parentheses in the r.h.s. are color singlet. As usual, after integration over back-
ground fields A and B we promote A, 14 and B, ¥ to operators A, 1& A subtle point is
that our operators are not under T-product ordering so one should be careful while chang-
ing the order of operators in formulas like Fierz transformation. Fortunately, all operators
in the r.h.s of Eq. (5.7) are separated either by space-like intervals or light-like intervals so
they commute with each other.

From parametrization of two-quark operators in section 11.2, it is clear that the leading-
twist contribution to W, (q) comes from

W;lttu = %(glwgaﬁ - 6;6;55 - 51?65)@;(1'0; xJ.)’Ya@(O»A@Z(O)'YB@;(m*a T1))B (5.8)
1 1 2 R IS R
52 (G0 + 030, — 5 9°”) (e, 21)70g i (0)) a((0)o 4P (e, 21)) 5 + 450

Hereafter we use notations (O)4 = (pa|O|pa) and (O)p = (pg|O|pg) for brevity’. The
corresponding leading-twist contribution to to W), (¢) has the form [41]

1 —i0gTe—1Bqx«+1(q,x b1
Wbty(aqaﬁqa‘JL) - 16774]\7/dx°dx*d2xL e~ 10qTe—iBymuti(g, )LW}L(@
1 _ _
= Y / @k (= g [ (g k) L By ar = k) + (g k1) F (Bprar = k1)
f c

— [k (g = )y + k(g = k) + g0, (kg — k) L]
x [hiy(og, kL )iy (Bg, ar — ko) + hip(ag, ko )hip(Bg qr — /ﬂ)]) (5.10)

°In a general gauge for projectile and target fields these matrix elements read

Pl s (@)7ur (0)|pa) = (Palths(Te, 21)Vu[Te, —008]2[T L, 01] cos [—00s, 0s]0ts (0)|pa),
(PBlds (@)1 (0)pB) = (PBIYF(Te, L) YulTe, —00u]e[T1,01] 0o, [-00x, 0]0t £ (0)[pB)  (5.9)

and similarly for other operators.
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Let us discuss other terms proportional to different TMDs in parametrizations in Sect.
11.2. To this end, we write down terms from Eq. (2.3) that we are looking for in Sudakov
variables:

2 Hov 2
g+ ] R ] gifo+ L
g fgs q1 g fgs
2 iy phph
o 1P1 202
- +u=v ,
qu (p1 q1 W ) ) ﬁgSQ 05282

2

2
} — (el +pev),

gy Qq

(5.11)

Here zero in the third term means that the contribution of order one is actually absent. As

discussed in Sect. 11.2; all TMDs considered here can have only logarithmic dependence

on Bjorken = (= a4 or ;) but not the power dependence % It is easy to see that other

quark-antiquark TMDs give contributions to W), (q) which look like terms in Eq. (5.11) but
without extra aiq and /or ,Biq so they are power suppressed in low-x regime s > Q2.

Let us also specify the terms which we do not calculate. Roughly speaking, they
correspond to terms in Eq. (5.11) multiplied by %Z;L or by either a4 or ;. Our strategy in
the next sections is to compare a certain term in Ww/ to terms in Eq. (5.11), and, if it is
smaller, neglect, if it is of the same size, calculate.

6 Terms coming from J;(x)J%,(0)

We separate terms in Eq. (5.6) according to number of gluon fields (contained in Z’s ).

W/u/ 5ym a2ld Wlt + W( ) + VVV/SIQ/“) + W;Slz/b) + W/SZ%C) (61)

where leading-twist terms without gluons (quark-antiquark TMDs) were considered in pre-
vious Section, and

Wﬁ)(l‘) = f(A Bl[¥a(x)vut5(x)] [¥5(0)7,E1(0)]
+ [E1(@)7u¥B(2)] [¥B(0)11A(0)] + [da(2)vuE2(2)] [B(0)7,1A(0)]
[?lJA( )7u¥B(x)] [E2(0)7,04(0)] + 1 > v|A, B) 4+ 2+ 0 (6.2)

i7(2a _

+ [El ($)7u1/18

» |2

(A, Bl[$a(x)7,E2(2)] [¥5(0)7,Z1(0)]
2)][22(0)7%4(0)] + p <> v[A,B) + 2 0 (6.3)

—

W) = 54, BI[$ae)3E2@)] (2200 40)]

+ [E1(@)vu¥B(2)] [¥B(0)1E1(0)] + 1 > V[A,B) + 2+ 0 (6.4)
and

W) = S5, BI[E1()3Z2(0)] [55(0)164(0)]

+ [Ba@)rais(@)] F2(00Z1(0)] + 1 & VIAB) + 60 (65)

The corresponding contributions to W,,,(¢) will be denoted W,S,,), WL(W) ) ,SV) , and W,E,%) ,
respectively. We will consider these contributions in turn.
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6.1 Terms with one quark-quark-gluon operator

In this section we consider terms in Eq. (6.2) which will lead to 3 101 ¢, +p <> vand
—=-phq" + p <> v contributions to W, (q).

aqs
6.1.1 Term with =;

Let us start with the last term in Eq. (6.2). The Fierz transformation (11.1) yields

%[iA(x)’Yu¢B($)] WB(O)’YVEl(O)] + uev
= B[R 22 RO BB OWE] — (h Uk o v )

+ 1(5555 + 5(155 - g;ufgaﬂ)

< {FBR @ 2o Lk O] BB 010 B )] + (e ® 5 © 70 ©195))
—3<5355+5355—ggwga ) [P @00 2 A O] [FBP O fuB @] (66)

where we used Eq. (4.12) =;(0) = —%é’yigiéwA(O). Note that all colors are in the funda-
mental representation so e.g. B"™"(x) = (t,)"" B%(x).

Promoting A and B fields to operators and sorting out the color-singlet contributions
we get 10

Vi) = S, B|[$A<z>w3<x>} [08(0)1210)] + pe VA B) + ¢ 0
= g‘;;{w( 2Bt~ D) A B 0I5 — (9(0) © B(x) © 359(0) @ 15(x))
+ 5307 + 8357 = 9ug® ) {(D ()i DO A B Ohai@)) s
+ ((0) @ b(x) > 150(0) @ 15(2)} (6.7)
o (0300 4 835] — 2 g™ N @) oastir’ DO} DB O fO)) 5 + 7 60

It is convenient to treat terms ~ g,, separately so we define Wf;)y(x) = W,Sll,a)(x) +
Wl(:f:,) () where
W9 (2)

= D (((0() '~ 0O) AR5 — (5(0) @6(x)  256(0) @ 950(2)
— (@b BODATB 00 Y(@) + (8(0) @ ¥ (z) € 156(0) © 159(2)}
+ S 0@)oashn S HO)AB O P b)p + w00 (68)

Hereafter we omit “hat” notation from from operators: (O)a g = (O)a p for brevity.

10We will keep different notations A; and B; for the projectile and target gluon fields because of the
relations (11.10) and (11.14)
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Let us now estimate this contribution to WW. First, recall that B; is of order of m
(more accurately, it will be ~ ¢; after the Fourier transformation, see e.g. Eq. (11.42) or
Eq. (11.48)). Next, as demonstrated in Sect. 11.3 (see Eqs. (11.30), (11.31)), L in the
target matrix element turns to :l:o%q after Fourier transformation. Due to this fact we will

replace + by - in our estimates, even in the Coordinate space Similarly, for the estimate
o Qg

of the target matrix elements we will replaces operator 5 by Whenever appropriate.
Now we will demonstrate that three terms in the rhs. of Eq. (6.8) are small in
comparison to terms listed in Eq. (5.11). The projectile matrix element in the first term

in the r.h.s. of Eq. (6.8) brings factor s (see Eq. (11.29)) but the target matrix element
2

Ie™ ] which is smaller than - 5& that we

have in Eq. (5.11) (and will calculate in the next Sectlon). As to the second term in the

can produce only factor x; so the first term is ~

r.hs. of Eq. (6.7), it can be rewritten as

—{(@ wml <>>A<¢Bi<ow<m>>3+?<zz<x>m2%1w<o>>/4wBi(omgw(x»B
+ ($(0) @ () > 150(0) @ Ysth( )}g“” (6.9)

The projectile matrix element in the first term in the r.h.s. of this equation brings factor

s but, as we discussed above, the target matrix element cannot produce factor s so this
2 2
term is again ~ g“;’n} < B g;” As to the second term, converting three y-matrices
q

in the projectile matrix element to a combination of 7’s and v75’s and looking at the

parametrization of Sect. 11.2, we see that %(1/3(3:)]51 Poi+1p(0)) 4 is not proportional to s.
In addition, as discuss in Sect. 11.2, the target matrix element (¢)B'(0)7,%(z))p knows

about p; only via the direction of Wilson lines so it can be proportional only to pli 1.;2 that
does not change at rescaling of p;. Thus, (¢ B*(0)pyt(z))p is ~ O(1) and therefore the
second term in Eq. (6.9) is even smaller than the first one. Finally, let us discuss the third
term in the r.h.s. of Eq. (6.8). If both o and 3 are transverse

. - . m2
D@00’ SO O)a B O () ~ P (6.10)

similarly to the first term in Eq. (6.9). If both indices are longitudinal, we get

g,s%<z/7(a:)a*.m%¢(0)>A<¢Bi(o)0,*¢(x)>B
N %WW‘W$¢<0>>A<$Bi(0)a.*w<x)>3 (6.11)

The projectile matrix element brings a factor s, but the target one is ~ O(1) due to the
reason discussed above, so this contribution is negligible. Finally, let us consider the case
when index « is longitudinal and § is transverse

g — . .

2.3 (V(@)ow B’ w< ) a(wB (0)o/¢(x)) B (6.12)
Again, the target matrix element is ~ O(1) while the projectile one can bring one factor
of s as can be seen from parametrization (11.29) by reducing the number of y-matrices to

two. Thus, the contribution (6.12) is negligible and so is the total contribution (6.8).
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Wi(z) ~ Wi (z) =

uv %
= 2%2{@(:ﬂ)%ﬂz%élﬁ(())m<&Bi(0)7yw(x))3 + ($(0) @ 9(x) > 359(0) @ 59(x) }
- ;ﬁ@(ﬂf)%si‘zv%MO))A<1133i(0)051/)(w)>3 +tpev e (6.13)

Let us start with the case when both of the indices 1 and v are transverse. It is easy to see
that the power counting for the first term in the r.h.s. of Eq. (6.13) is the same as for Eq.
(6.9) so it is small. Also, the estimate of the second term in Eq. (6.13) is similar either to
the estimate of Eq. (6.10) or (6.12) so it can be neglected.

Next, let us consider both p and v longitudinal. It is easy to see that multiplication of
the r.h.s. of Eq. (6.13) by php4 gives zero so there is no term proportional to pi'p}. The
term proportional to php4 has the form

“oupn (D) B Y ONAGB O AY @5 + (9(0) @ 6(x) & 150(0) ®156(2) }

— PP (@) b S O) AT B 006 (2) (6:14)

It is easy to see that both projectile and target matrix elements are proportional to the

qupzu
(0%

2
first power of s so the resulting estimate is m? 4 which is ~ O(%) in comparison to

q5
the corrseponding term in Eq. (5.11). If one index is p; and the other ps we get

|
g’w (U(a )JM‘Q% Y(0)a@B'(0)pyt(x))p + (¥(0) @ ¥(z) & 15%(0) @ y59() (6.15)

— (D)o B B O 4GB 006} — (B o'~ (0) @B O)oaeth () 5

W |

It is easy to see that in all terms the projectile matrix element is ~ s but the target one is

2
~ O(1) so the corresponding contribution ~ g*”;# is negligible.

Finally, let us consider the case when one of the indices in Eq. (6.13) is longitudinal and
one transverse. For example, let 1 be longitudinal and v transverse, the opposite case will
differ by replacement p <+ v. Using the decomposition of g*” in longitudinal and transverse
part (3.2) we get

/

(2p1:p2 + 1 <—>P2)W(1b)($) = (pQupl + D1 <—>p2)
< ({0 @ B 20 O)a@B O + (8(0) ®e6() © 75(0) ©156(2) )
— (F@)owesn 0O A BB 00 S6@)s + W o] + 60 (6.16)
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The term proportional to po, in the r.h.s. can be expressed using Eq. (11.13) as follows

P2 L) P~ 0 (O AT B O) ()5 + (D) s v H(0) 4 (DB (O ()

+ ((0) @ (@) & 51(0) & 35 (@) | (6.17)
— (D) a0 4B (0)0, 0@ — (F()on, et ~0(0) a@B O )5 }
- %{[— (D)o = O) A((O) 1 Bu (O 5

2 (0 @O0 BiOW ()i + (5(0) @(a) 5 359(0) © 15(a)

* z<w<x>a.ja*%w< NAWBB )0, ()5 + B ()0, 0~ 0 (O) AW 00 (2))
- <&<x>am~éwo»A@Bi(O)mw<:c>>B + 23 0)00, 000 (O) DB O)sath ()5}

Hereafter we use notation El =B; — iéi%.

Let us at evaluate two the most important contributions. The first is

P ) o O AL (0) By B (O)9(2)
= P25 (0) o b O) D OVBO) i )5 (619)

3
S
As we shall see below, due to QCD equations of motion 1 in the r.h.s. of this equation can
be replaced by transverse momentum of the target TMD k. Also, é will be replaced by
O%q so from the parametrizations (11.24) and (11.27) we see that

(U)o ¢< D AD(O)BO)py, (@) 5 ~ %kuff (6.19)

which is of order of fourth term in Eq. (5.11). The second relevant term is

in,u,

P25 @) g O) DB O30} — 2 2)0ri - 6(0) 4 (DB O, 02))

= P25 (w)o) (04 WO)Bo0)ws v @) — P2 ()0, ~0(0))a

Zp2,u

. _ 1 _
x (@B (0)oev(2))p = ~ 5~ (¥(@)0m, —(0))a{(0)B(0) b (2)) B (6.20)
where we used formula (11.4) and the fact that for unpolarized protons

(Pl (0)[Ai(0)ej — i ¢+ jJo()|p) =0 (6.21)

from parity conservation. ' Again, 1 — will turn to a—q and BB can be replaced by ¥, for the
target, so (6.11) is of order of

P2y, + 1 - P2 7
PG ()0, —6(0) AGOBOB )5 ~ Pk, hh (622)
q
1A rigorous argument goes like that: the matrix element (6.21) can be rewritten as

e, ier{V(0)[Ap(0)oatr(x)) = ¢ju, (V(0)A(0)#,v59(x)). As demonstrated in Sect. 11.3, A in this for-
mula can be replaced by ¥, so the contribution is proportional to matrix element k*(1(0)ice;vs¢(z)) =
kie;;(1)(0)0e;4(x)) which vanishes as seen from the parametrization (11.29).

17 -



Let us demonstrate that the remaining terms in the r.h.s. of Eq. (6.17) are negligible.
First, term coming from replacement (0) ® ¥(x) < v59%(0) ® v5¢(x) in Eq. (6.18) van-
ishes since (¥(x)Pyv51(0))a = 0 for unpolarized hadrons, see Eq. (11.28). Next, term
B2 (h(2)y ' L4p(0)) a0 (0 97w, Bi(0)(x)) 5 is small because neither projectile no target ma-

252
trix elements can bring factor s. Last, using Eq. (11.4) we get

P2 (5 (2) g~ O) 4GB 00 925
b 2 (0(0)0w, 70t YO AT (0)wtt () 5]
= DU 0) g1y + s + il — 2gigoen) | (0)) AGBB (0)0, ()} s
b 0@ g, + a7 + ilow, %gma.*)]w(0)>A<1/?B"(0)0*.w(x)>B

= P21 200 (04 W0) [Bi (000, + B, O] (@) (6.23)

252

It is easy to see that neither the projectile nor the target matrix element in the r.h.s. of this
equation gives s so these terms can be neglected in comparison to Egs. (6.19) and (6.22).

Thus, the two non-negligible terms in Eq. (6.17) give

Wi (2) = &<A, BI[fa(2) o5 ()] [$5(0)1wE1(0)] + 1 <5 v]A, B) + 2 ¢ 0

= [@(l’ull)%éTﬂ(O»A@B(OWl’YVLW%,xL))B

+ zw(a:.,mawéwom@B(owm,m>BJ Fuovae0 (624

Using formulas (11.30), (11.31), (11.33), (11.36), (11.41), and (11.43) for quark-antiquark-
gluon operators and parametrizations from Sect. 11.2 we get the contribution to W, in

the form
W(l)( ) = 11/da:.d:c*d2xl e~ i0me—ifz+i(g2) L (6.25)
14 1674 s
x (A, B|[Ya(2)7,¥8(2)] [¥B(0)7E1(0)] + 2 <3 0|4, B) + p+rv
— P2y 2 iaze+ti(k,r) / 2,/ iBz+i(g—k,x’) L
647T6N 33/d /dw.dacj_e dr.d“z'| e
- 1
X [W(xuxL)ﬁQ&WO»AWB(OWl% Qﬂ(x*axL»B

b il 2100w - 9O AGBOp1 (e, )5 +7 0] + por v

= P [ {0 0l (g k) LBy (0= 0020 + (a0 k) £ 8y (0= 1))

agsN

(g kAo Pl _ ni f _
ky 3 [hlf(aq’ kl)hj_(ﬁtp (q—k)1) + hlf(aq’ kJ_)hJ_</8q7 (q k)l_)]} + v

where terms with replacement flf -~ flf and hff -~ ﬁff come from z <> 0 contribution.
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Next we consider the remaining ~ py, term in Eq. (6.13) which can be rewritten as

%Nc@‘h Bl a(z) poop(z)] [¥5(0)7,E1(0)] |4, B)

= DU { (G an. Boi —$(0) BB (0) Bt () 5
+ (¥(0) @ Y(x) <> v¢(0) ® 75¢($)]}
+ P @)t (O 4D B0, () 5

+ %@(w)auua*iélﬁ(o)m@Bi(o)g*w(ﬂf»B

= P (@) po 9 O) 4GB (0) Ay (o) 5
£ ((0) ® $(z) > 15(0) © 15 ()]}

+ P ()i (O ADO) BiO), +i 5 a0
— P ()0, ~0(0)) DB (0)0, () 5 (6.26)

where again we used formula (11.4). Note that while the matrix elements between projectile
states give contributions ~ aiqk: |, the target matrix elements cannot give s. Indeed, these
target matrix elements know about p; only through direction of Wilson lines so they should
not change under rescaling p; — Ap1, see the discussion in Sect. 11.2. Thus, the r.h.s. of
Eq. (6.26) is ~ 2k which means that the p;, term in Eq. (6.16) is

2
aqs

1
D N A, BIIg () o ()] [P 0001 (0)] |4, B) ~ Pty (6.27)

ags?
L
so the corresponding contribution to W, is ~ % which is O(%) in comparison to that
of Eq. (6.28).
Thus, the contribution of the first term in Eq. (6.2) to W, is

1 1 —taxe—tBxx+1i(q,T
x (A, B| WA(O)’YM#B(O)] [1/33(90)71,51(95)] + (@< 0)|A,B) +u+v

2
D2 2 [ 1 f (q - k)J_ f ]
= —— [d°k — k), F'(q, k) — k,——==H'(q,k 2
g, 1|(a = k) F (g, kL) — (¢ kL) + pev (6.28)
where F/(q,k,) and H/(q,k ) are give by expressions (2.2) with 24 = a, and 5 = j,

Fla, k1) = flagk)fl(Be@a—Kk)1) + fl < f
H(q,k1) = hip(og, ki)hip(Be, (@ —k)1) + hij < hiy (6.29)

Let us consider now the second term in Eq. (6.2). The calculation repeats that of the
first term so we will indicate here main steps and pay attention to non-negligible terms
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only. If one of the indices (say, p) is longitudinal and the other transverse, we get

(%%192 TP p2)%<147 B|[E1(2)vwp ()] [¥B(0)%va(0)] + p < v|A, B)

= (A, Blpou([51(@) 15 ()] [F500ma®)] + [Ex@mabn(@)] [F5(0) #a0)])
¥ B @ ()] [F5(0) Ao a0)]1 4, B) e

(6.30)

where we used Z; = —(w Aé) ZB,-%. The most important terms are those proportional to

pou- Using Fierz transformation and separating color singlets, they can be rewritten as (cf
Eq. (6.17))

"4, BI[E () tn ()] [FpOwa(0)] + s 6 114, B)

= P2 L[5 @)y o (O) AP O Bila () s

+ @l(mh oy 9(0)) 4 (0) 1 Bi(2)ih(2)) 5 + ($(0) @ ¥(x) 4 75¢(0) @ 59(x)]

- (@ ;< 1 Haoec () 4G (0)0, Bila )b (a))
(D (@ Fa D O) GO0 By} + per v (631)

After some algebra with ~-matrices this can be transformed to

Wil (@) = “4A,BI[E: @)35(@)] [B50)0al0)] + ¢ |4, B) + a0
= P2 L () ot O 4O FiB b))

— U= (@), VOGO ABESEN B} + pov + 200 (632

plus terms small in comparison to 2 Q“q“ . Using Eq. (11.31) we can transform (@;)(aﬁ) to

/dx.d%cL —iazeti(h,z) L <(¢ )( )T(0)) 4

- / d, / dl, d*x; e e FEDL (a2 )TP(0))a

= —— | dn APy e iome RO L () (g 2 YT(0)) 4 (6.33)
q
Using QCD equation of motion and other formulas from sections 11.2 and 11.3 one gets
11 2 —iare—ifx«+i(q,x
]Ws/dx.dx*d r] e ((] )J‘
x (A, B|[Z1(z)vu¢8(2)] [¥5(0)194(0)] + 1 > v|A, B)
R P _ f ’f
Sl (G R TACH RO
2
1

(o k)R (B g~ B)0)] + v (63)
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so the contribution of Eq. (6.28) is effectively doubled. Again, the term with z < 0
exchange leads to Eq. (6.34) with fi «> f1 and hi <> hi replacement.

Thus, the sum of first and second terms in Eq. (6.2) leads to twice Eq. (6.28)

2p2 1
48 N

(cl;lf)in(q,kJ_)} + oue v (6.35)

Wiy = ki |(q— )L F (g, k1) — K
6.1.2 Term with =,

In this Section we calculate the third term in Eq. (6.2).

st,i)y = %<A7BH1EA($)'}’ME2($)] [05(0)71a(0)] +p > V|A,B) + 240 (6.36)

Again, main contribution correspond to one index (e.g. u) being longitudinal and the other
transverse so we need

(2p18p2 + e ) ]ZC (A, B|[¢a(2)7,Z2(x)] [¥B(0)1, ¥a(0)] + 4 < v|A, B)
= (A, Blp1u([¢a(2) hoZ2(2)] [¥B(0)70, $a(0)] + [Ya(x)y,, Ba(x)] [¥B(0) #2104 (0)])
+ Pon[Da(@) 7, Ba(2)] [$5(0) hreba(0)] |4, B>2N (6.37)

(recall that Eo(z) = — ]ﬁ'yiAi%d)B(m) so P1E2 = 0).

S
Let us consider first the term proportional to pj,. Performing Fierz transformation
(11.1) and sorting out the color-singlet contributions we get (cf. Eq. (11.31))

! A, B (0)064(0)] [P, Eaw)] + 1 1|4, B)

= B{S{nA >w<0>>A<¢<0>vi;w<x>>B + ((0) @ ¥(2) & 159(0) © y5()}

— LAY A0 gu@)s + B0) B () 5 156(0) @ 150())

E
— LA @), VO) GOy 505 — (A @b (O) 4 O)s, 7w 56
+ G000 0w (0) 5 (DA @) DO 4 + HD0)0, 0w (0) 5 (DA ()T (0)) 4}

(6.38)

It is clear that matrix elements in the first line in the r.h.s. can produce only transverse
P1agymy
- Bqs®

element (1#(0)]51%1/1(9:»3 vanishes as seen from Eq. (11.28). The remaining terms can be

factors ~ ¢, so the corresponding contribution ~ can be neglected. Also, matrix
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rewritten as

' Ne - " - /
01! 2 A, B[ 0 a(0)] [$a ()0, Za(w)] + 1 v]A, B)

= P - A OGO ()5 — (DA @)1 (0) aD(0)w, 50
+ (50 [ Ay @05 = 4 (2)0, 1 9(0) 4D0)0 G0()) 5
+ ig@Ai(ZE)%jiﬂ(O»A@(O) [9i5 — i€ijys — i0ji + %9@‘0*-} ;@ﬁ(w))B
1

— i(Y A" (2)04e1(0)) A (¥ (0) [gi — i€ir, V5 + 100, + %gwa*.] ¥(x)) B} (6.39)

|

where we have used Eq. (11.4). It is clear that only the first line in the r.h.s. can
give the non-negligible contribution to W,,,. Indeed, matrix element (¢ (z)[Ay, (z)0w; —
Aj(%)04, |¥(0)) 4 vanishes for unpolarized hadrons due to parity, see Eq. (6.21). In the
third line in r. h s., neither matrix element can produce s so the corresponding Contrlbutlon

is again ~ % while contribution from the last line is even smaller, of order of %
q
Thus, we get
2p1 - -
- “ — (A Bl[$5(0)1ua(0)] [Pa(@) 1, E2(@)] + 1 & v]A, B) (6.40)

_ plﬂ{w;{( )ﬁzyww(o)m@(om;w(:c»g+i<¢7A(:v)1252¢(0)>A<¢7(0)0.u;¢($)>B

It remains to prove that the last term in Eq. (6.37) proportional to py, is small. One can
rewrite that term similarly to Eq. (6.26) with replacement p; <> py and (projectile matrix
elements) <> (target ones). After that, the proof repeats arguments after Eq. (6.26) and
one obtains the estimate

%NAABWA(%)WLEKSU)] [V5(0)#¥a(0)]|4,B) ~ pzﬂqﬁg} (6.41)

Similarly, by repeating arguments from Section 6.1.1 with replacement p; <> py and projec-
tile matrix elements <+ target ones, one can demonstrate that terms in Eq. (6.36) with u, v
both longitudinal or both transverse are small in comparison to terms listed in Eq. (5.11).

Thus,

Wit @) = “S(A Bllda)nEa(o)] [Bs00a0)] +p o vIA,B) + 60
= Pl <m.,u)zzfﬂm<o>>/4<&<om;wm,mg»B

52

+ 1A, 22) OO0, Golaea s + w6 ] + 200 (642

Using QCD equation of motion and formulas from Appendix, we obtain the corresponding
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contribution to W, in the form

1

1/d$.dx*d Tl e 1a$.7iﬁx*+i(q7xh—
1674

x (A, B|[$a(2)7,E2(2)] [¥B(0) 1,44 (0)]|A, B) + p 4> v

_ Piu 2 iareti(k,z) / 2.0 —ifzeti(qg—k,x’) |
647T6N 53/d dx./dku_/dx.dacj_e dr.d®z'| e”

< [0 1) B, DO A D(O)Fr 50 )
+ A1) B O) A O)ws, G0(@na’ s + i v]

_ 52’817% e [k (g, k1) F (Bor (0 = F)1)

— (g— k) i —5hig(ag,k )B{(ﬁq,(q—km] + pev (6.43)

Same as in previous Section, the term with  ++ 0 exchange leads to Eq. (6.43) with fi <> f1
and hi ¢ hi replacement so we get
2

(1) _  Piu 2 f PN T
W3,u1/ - BqSNc d k;l |:kl/F (QakL) (q k)um2H (q,kl):| + pev (644)

Repeating arguments from previous Section, it is possible to show that the contribution of
the fourth term

Wil(@) = (4, Bllda(e)2s(0)] [Bp (011640 + 4 & VA B) + 60

12“[@%LmA(ow<o>>A<(«z;)<o>¢1w<m*,mg>>3

= z’<w<x*,x1¢2A<o>w<o>>A<(¢;

doubles that of the third term so we get the full contribution of the terms with one quark-

)(0)0ew, V(@s, 2 ))p + p<>v| + 4 0(6.45)

antiquark-gluon operators in the form
pl e (¢—Fk)y
_ 42k, u 0 v ) Ff(q, k
Wi N. / s (9,k1)

B (plu(q—k)y g+pm( q— k)7

2 2
BqS m 0ys m

)Hf(q,kl)} + pev (6.46)

This result agrees with the corresponding 1/@Q terms in Ref. [20].

6.2 Term with two quark-quark-gluon operators coming from =; and =,

Let us start with the first term in the r.h.s. of Eq. (6.3). Performing Fierz transformation

(11.1) we obtain

NC 7m =m x) =n , v, v,

— (A BIR (2)7,55" (@) (W (0)wET(0) + 1 ¢ v[A, B) + 2 0 = g Vi + Vo + Vapu
(6.47)
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Vi = GiA Bl TS OO @) + TR @t N5 005 )] (649
+ R EER OO0 Z5@)] + [P (010152 O] [T =5 @)1, B) +2 0,
Vow = S04, B = (TR @ O] [FB O =R ()]
~ R @=L O3 5ZE (@) + 6 WA, B) 42 0, (6.49)
and
Vi = 5 (A, Bl (2)0a=L OB 000, ZF ()] + 10 &
- i} @0 R OB O0asZF @A B) 4200 (650)

It is convenient to define ng to be traceless. In next Sections, we will consider these terms
in turn.

6.2.1 Term propotional to g,,

UsingZy = — 224/, Loypand 2y = — %44, 7 1op from Eq. (4.12) and extracting
color-singlet contributions one obtains
< { = [(BAa) ) SU(O) AT B(0) ') 5 = $(0) (@)  350(0) @ 5(e)]
+ (A SHO) BB O1 hrr' G0l n + $(0) 9(@)  150(0) @ 50(z)]
+ 2 [BA) A S0 0) A TB, O hohr' ()
+(0) ® $(@) & 159(0) @ 15%(@)| | + @ 0 (6.51)

Let us start with the first term. Using Eq. (11.21) and the fact that (¢(z)[Aros; —
Aj(2)o.k]¥(0)) 4 = 0 (see the footnote 11), we obtain

353 (DAL} o SO 4B O 50(0) 3 = 13 (DA ) 0N AGBON G0 ()]
- 8;[<¢Al<x>ajk;w<0>>A<wBi(0>aﬂ“;w<x>>B
2
— — 5 A VOGO A )1+ 0(H)] 652

where we used the fact that projectile and target matrix elements in the two last terms in
the Lh.s. cannot produce factor of s.

Next, consider second term in Eq. (6.51). Using Egs. (11.17) and (11.21), one can
rewrite is as

705 [ PA@ 0O AGB, O 17 50 (@D + $(0)® (a) © 156(0) ©150(a)

= A B H(0) ABBO) B () (6:53)

B
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Similarly, from Eq. (11.21) we get the third term in the form

X [@Ai(w)zfl P ONAGB O oy’ () + $(0) @ ¥la)  256(0) © 750(0)]
_ 1

= 1= [W i(a )’yJa¢(0)>A<w§j(0)vi;w(az)>B + 9(0) ® Y(x) > v58(0) ®75”¢($)} (6.54)

Since both projectile and target matrix elements cannot give factor s this contribution is

2
O(%) in comparison to that of the two first terms. Thus, we get

Vi = 5 (G AE - 0(0) AWBO) 50 5

B
+ () B VOV AGBO A guia)n) [1+0(D)] + 200 (6.9

Next, using QCD equations of motion (11.40), (11.43) and formulas from Appendix 11.2,
we obtain the contribution to W, in the form

guVile) = 16‘1% dzedz,d®z | e—mqw-—iﬁqr*H(w)%(x)
C

= I [k [(k g — k)L F (g, ko) -

— f
gBysN. L - m3H (q,m} (6.56)

2m 9912
where replacements flf ~ f1 and h 7o h1 F come from x < 0 term.

6.2.2 Term with TMD’s f;

Separating color-singlet contributions one can rewrite Eq. (6.49) as

Vo = = s LGB SHO) B, 01 b ()
0@ ) 0 O @) a0} + a0 (650

We need to consider three cases: both p and v are transverse, both of them are longitudinal,
and p is longitudinal and v transverse (plus vice versa).
In the first case we can use formula (11.18) and get

Voo = = 5 (PA@ Y B 0O AGB; O ' G0l

+9(0) @ ¢(z) < 1590 )®w¢)( Jtueovh + 260

1
— L GA@ PO BB O A S + 700 (658

which gives the contribution to W, in the form
1 . , . .
Vousws = mm/ dvadiadiz) emiCam—iBmtiGaLy,, | (2)
C

L
guu 2 f
- I BV F ,
caBas N, /d ki(k,q—k)LF'(q, k1) (6.59)
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where we again used formulas from Appendices 11.2 and 11.3.
Next, if both 4 and v are longitudinal, we get

Vo = = b+ 1o DDA by SO) B 0) oy 50()) 5
+0(0) @ () € 156(0) ©50()} + v 0 (6.60)

Using formula (11.20) we rewrite r.h.s. of Eq. (6.57) as follows

Vo = = 5o Pp+ 10 ) {GA ) SU(0) BB, 00 G(a))n
+ 9(0) @ ¥(x) <> 9(0) @ ys9()} + 240 (6.61)

Since matrix elements in the r.h.s. cannot give factor s, the contribution of this term to
Wy is ~ % times that of Eq. (6.59).

Finally, let us consider the case when one index is longitudinal and the other transverse.
Using Eq. (11.23) we get

Wi = = Si{pauld A B’ 00 al0B; (0, 7' 5000

+ Pl A B VOV ABE, O ot V(@)
+ Y(0) @ Y(x) < v59(0) @ys50(z) +p <> v} + 240

— s PPN A a) VOB O) A 500

+ prulbAE) ' V(0D AW(O0N BAO) ()
F9(0) @(z) € 15(0) © 359(x) + 4 0 v + w50 (6.62)

It is clear that (&A(m)]@’y%zﬁ(O))A and <'L;B(0)]51’)’i%'¢($)>3 bring one factor s so

~ || L Pipdl, TV o Douql, FH Vo
It A B2 mj or ~ —H 0B, mo (6.63)
aPq aPq

which is O%qs or ﬁ correction in comparison to Eq. (6.46). Thus, the contribution to W,

is given by Eq. (6.59)

1
Y

Voo = — ———
2 oy BqsNe

d*ky (kyq— k)L F(q, k1) (6.64)

6.2.3 Term with TMD’s hi

Let us consider now
¥ NC m —_m n a—n
Vi = 55 4 B4 (2)0uaE1 (0)][¥5(0)0," =5 ()] A, B) + p ¢ v + 2 > 0(6.65)

(the trace will be subtracted after the calculation). Separating color-singlet contributions,
we get

Vi = 55 PA@)00a P2 00D ADB; 00, By Gol@)m+ 5 v+ 650 (666)
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First case is when p and v are transverse

. 1, 1 - 1
Vawiw, = = 355 (04 @)0u k04 S9)0) Al B (000, owi z(a)) 5
— O @), 05 SOV B 00w, i)+t 0 v 2 0 (667)

With the help of Eq. (11.4) the first term in the r.h.s. turns to

555 PA @) (01501 = 938700 TV ON DB O = 8w, () + 1 v+ 50
— s (PA@0 2 6O A TBL )0 S0
1

— (AN SO GBI Oy 56N = (DA @) 25 (0) AT Bu(0)w, ()} 5
+ (DA @), S0 aWB0)0w, 5U@)a) + 1> v 3 50 (6.69)

After some algebra, it can be rewritten as

G 7 xi 1 - 1
—o A (x)a*ia¢(0)>A<¢B](O)‘7°j5¢($)>3

1 1

+ 8*3{<1E(Ak0'*ul - %g#ka*JAJ)(x)Ed}(O»A

x (Y(BFoe,, — édﬁa.ij)(O);w(x»B +pe v+ 0 (6.69)

where again we used property (6.21). Using QCD equations of motion (11.41), (11.43) and
parametrization (11.47) one can write the corresponding contribution to W, as

L 2 2
/ g,uz/ 2 kj_(q - k)J_ f
= — _ L _"lH _
Vau,v, 20,845 N, d°k L m2 (¢,k1) (6.70)
1 d’k |

PR (ki (g — k)iE + > v)(ky g — k) 1 — k2 (q — k) (g — k)

1
9y
— (¢ — k1) ’kyky — %k‘i(q — k1)? HY (g k1)
where we introduced the notation
H)(q,k1) = Wy(ag, k)R (B, (g = k) 1) + by < By (6.71)

The second term in Eq. (6.67) can be rewritten as

. 1 - , ‘ % 1
V3w, = — 12 WA () (%) — i€, ivs — iop, 5 — QQZU-*)EWO»A

1

B

where we used Eq. (11.4). It is clear that neither projectile no target matrix element in

. . , )
x (¢ B’(0) (gfy — i€y, V5 + 100, + ;gilya*.) Y(x))p+pv+re 0 (6.72)

the r.h.s. can bring factor s so
4
my

Qqfqs?

‘}E)’IHLVL ~ (673)
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2
which is O(%) in comparison to Eq. (6.70).
Next, consider the case when both p and v are longitudinal. The non-vanishing terms

are
Vi = PP D A@)0ab V(0D A 0)0 B ()
. 4p1;2m~f3<w14 (@) BT 0) A (0B, (0)0.° 7' S()) (6.74)

4 y i 1 1
- Y A @) ouk VO aGB (0)0 o

Bw(:v)>3+u<—>u+a:<—>()

The first two terms in the r.h.s. can be rewritten as

[ , o
Vi = g;;<@A’<x>a*j;w<o>>A<wBﬂ<o>a.i;w<x>>B+:r<+o
|

— O P @i 0N AP O)o
||

+ A (A @) - g;”'A’“(w)o—*k);¢<0>>A<ij<0>o.i;w<x>>B +a 0 (6.75)

(@) s

The corresponding contribution to W, has the form

I 2 2

/ uv o, ki(qg—Fk)1 f
= - i
Vau 20,845, ChL e (@k.)

I
S 2 7 P S YR S AV AT
agfqsNe ) m?2 B 2 AV

(6.76)

where again we used QCD equations of motion (11.41), (11.43) and parametrization (11.47).
Next, it is easy to see that the third term in Eq. (6.74) is small in comparison to Eq.
(6.76):

= P A )0k O G 0)0 w5+ v 0

s2  2¢3 B
VT o . . 21 1
= _ p22“];1 (YA (x) [gjk +i€pYs + 10, — —gjko.*} —1(0)) 4
S S Q
x (VB (0)[gix — i€inys + iou + ngw*.]ﬂlb(w))B ~ S Y abs (6.77)
qPq$

because neither projectile no target matrix element can bring factor s.
Finally, take one of the indices (say, u) longitudinal and the other transverse. From
Eq. (6.66) we get

;wx»B

Y(E)p+pv+re0  (6.78)

Vs = — P2 (G A @)oakos H(O0) 4GB 0)0,} 0w

— A @), 01y O) A (DB O)orig
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Using formulas (11.4) this can be rewritten as follows

! P , 2 1
Vayw, = ff;(%‘lz(%) [k + i€jkys +iojk — ;gjkffo*] S ¥(0))a
1

x (1) B7(0) [giVLU.k - QikUwJ Ew(l’))B

Pip 5 gi , . 2i 1
— 5t WA @) g0, + e 5+ i, — gju,0e] —(0))a

X(MM@&%M@M+MHV+£HO (6.79)

As we discussed above, projectile matrix elements in the r.h.s. like (@Z_JB]'(O)J.Z%q/J(:B»B can
bring factor s but the target matrix elements cannot so the corresponding contribution to
W, is of order

2

N~ m
V. ~ R - 6.80
3;1,” vy (pl,uqy + lu’ V) Oéq/BqSQ ( )

which is O(%) in comparison to Eq. (6.46).
Next, the sum of Egs. (6.70) and (6.76) is

1 2 2
Juv — G o, kilg—k)1
vi = 2 g2 2 Mg gk 6.81
3uv 204845 Ne + m? (g k1) (6:81)

+

1 1
— | &Pk, [k (g — k)t k.g—Fk) —k>(q—k)-(qg— k)
e | P (= DF 4 0 V(g = k)L K (g = R - b

i
I 1
— (¢ k)kyky — =5k (0= k0)? = gl [(k.a = )T — 5K (0~ BT ]} HA (e ko)
so subtracting trace we obtain

VES;U/ = Vv?fp,y _g,uy‘/?,,g£ (682)
1 [
G =G [ 9, 1 5 2 1rf
= L [ d°k,—k — k) H k
QOZquSNc J-mQ L(q )L (Q7 J_)

1 1
———— | &k —{[k; (¢ — k) Bog—F) 1 — k2 (g — k)1 (g — k)
+ angch/ LAl (g = k) + o vk g = k)L = K (= k)i (g — k)

— (g — k1) kyky + g, (koq — k)3 — g k3 (g — k)] Y HA (g, k1)

As we will see in Sect. 8, cancellation of terms ~ gl”w proportional to h4 in the r.h.s of this
equation is actually a consequence of (EM) gauge invariance.

Let us now assemble the contribution of terms (6.47) to W),,. Summing Eqs. (6.56),
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(6.64), and (6.82) we get

1
3274
[(A, BI(¥7 (2)74E5" (2)) (¥ (0)7.E7(0)) + 1 > v|A, B) + x4 0]

V,uZ/(Q) - /dl‘.d.l‘*dle e_i‘m“-—iﬁw*-i-i(q,x)l

g;”w

1
= I Pk 3 (k,q— k) Fl (g, k) — =k (q—k)2H (¢, k
ey | P g = L k) = R = R k) }
1 N . , | )
+ aqﬂquc/d kL‘mz{[ku(q—k)u +p e v|(k,q—k)L -k (¢— k), (g —F),
- (¢— klpkik‘i + gjl,(k:,q — k‘)i — giyki(q _ kL)Z] }Hﬁ(% k1) (6.83)

Finally, to get Wﬁa)(q) of Eq. (6.3) we need to add the contribution of the term
[Z1(2) (%)) [E2(0)1,¥4(0)]. Similarly to the case of one quark-quark-gluon operator
considered in Sect. 6.1, it can be demonstrated that this contribution doubles the result
(6.83) so we get

1 . . A _

Wlil%a) (q) = 39 /dl’.dZE*d?xL e_lax.—lﬂx*+1(q7x)L{<A7B|[wj’4ﬂ($),yua’gl(l,)]
x[¥5(0)%ET(0)] + [E1(2) 15 (2)] [E2(0)794(0)] + ¢ v|A, B) +z > 0}
9 IIV 1

S @%’fvc @k { (kg — k) LF (g, k) = —5k (g — B3 H (g k) }

o [ Prr Ut =1 o wl(hog — B =B (0= D0 - B
=€

+

— (¢ — kL) ’kyky + g (kyq — k)T — g k3 (g — k1)?] YHY (g, k1) (6.84)
where Qﬁ = agfys

6.3 Term with two quark-quark-gluon operators coming from =, and =,

Let us start with the first term in Eq. (6.4).

. N,
i@ _ Ne
S

luv <A7 B| WA(HS)’YMEQ(CC)] [EQ(O)VVTZJA(O)] + u < I/|A, B> + <0 (685)

After Fierz transformation (11.1) we obtain

]2\[6(52‘55 + 036, — 9uvg™”)(A, BI{[0F (@)7ay % (0)][E5(0)7525 ()] (6.86)

2
+ Ya ® 18 ¢ Va5 @ V875 A, B)
N. o (e 1 o 7,m n =n —=m
+ 7;(5M55 + 670 — 29ud YA, BI[PF (2)0act 5 (0)][25(0)0 S 25" (2)]|A, B) + @<+ 0

57(2b
Wl(/u/) =

(note that 235y = Z9y522 = 0). Using explicit expressions (4.12) for quark fields and
separating color-singlet terms we get

Wi = Vi +V5, (6.87)
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where

- 1
Vi = = 5001+ 61 — 900D ((9(2) A5 (@)72A4:(0)(0)) 4
-1

< () O B S0(@))n + 9(0) © 6(a) © 16(0) ©150(@)) + 30 (658

and

. 1 1
Vusy = 873(5;0;55 + 5365 - *g;wgaﬁ)

2
< { = P (@) Ay (2)0es A OB O a(55) 010 Sv (@)
+ (@) Ay (2)70s AOVHO) A((55) 0 0us, 7 50@a} + 20 (659)

We will consider them in turn.

6.3.1 Term proportional to f;f;
Let us start with g,, term in Eq. (6.88).
, - N |
%<¢(w)Aj(x)ﬁ1Az(0)w(0)>A<(¢§)(O)W%WEw(w))B + 4 @7 ¢ Py @505 (6.90)

It is obvious that the target matrix element can bring factor s. On the contrary, as we
discussed above, the projectile matrix element cannot produce s since

(D(@)Aj ()0 A (0)(0)a ~ 22 x [gijo(a?) + wiwi€(ad)] + .. (6.91)
b1 Dp2

Indeed, since projectile matrix elements know about ps only through the direction of Wilson

lines, the L.h.s. can be proportional only to factor % that does not change under rescaling

of pa. Also, due to Eq. (11.31) <(1/;%)(0) ® %¢(m)>3 can be replaced by —ﬁ%@/;(()) ®Y(z))B.
q

4
Consequently, the r.h.s. of Eq. (6.90) is ~ guy%
q

VT -1 . .1 4
%<¢(m)Aj($)]51Ai(O)T/)(O)>A<(7/)B)(0)711517]51#(5”»34’151@% © @77 ~ guu%
(6.92)
which is O(m;lqjq) in comparison to Eq. (6.84).
We get
. _ -1 , 1
Vi = = L5 (0@ A A0 )4 (95) O Ao 50
T 9(0) ®(x) & 35(0) ©15U(@)) + pov + T o0 (6.93)
If the index v is transverse, the contribution of this equation to W, is of order of
2
Vi, ~ prugs o (6.94)

252
qS

~ 31—



2
which is O(%) in comparison to Eq. (6.46).

For the longitudinal indices p and v we get

Vil = = PP (G (0) 4, (0) B As0)0(O)al(55) 01 B! S

g4
+ 9(0) © Y(2) © 15%(0) ® 159())
l : 4
— B (@) 4y 2) 1 A0 0) 4 (95) O i 5() 5
+ (0) 8 (@) ¢ 35¥(0) 8 15%(@)) + T 0 (6.95)

Similarly to Eq. (6.92), the contribution of the second term to W, is

I, a4 2
umy QXM
= o o ) % [rhus. of Eq. (6.84)] (6.96)

so we are left with the first term in the r.h.s. of Eq. (6.95). Using Eq. (11.8) it can be

rewritten as

Vi = (G A o OO (D) (0)y
+0(0) ® U(@) & 15%(0) ®159(2) ) + 70 (6.97)

The corresponding contribution to W, is obtained from QCD equation of motion (11.44)
and formula (11.31) from Appendix 11.3:

4p1 Piv 2 2
Vi (g) = -4 d*k k3 F1 (g, k) (6.98)
252N,

6.3.2 Term proportional to hihi
Let us start with g, term in Eq. (6.89).

A (5(0) Ay @) AV O) 4 (55) 009 S0@) + 260 (6.99)

The target matrix element is proportional to s while the projectile one cannot bring s due
to Eq. (6.91), so the contribution of the r.h.s of Eq. (6.99) to W, is of order

2
m; Gy

584

Guv 4 _
~ 5232mL = O(
q

) x [rhis. of Ea. (6.8) (6.100)
similarly to Eq. (6.96). We get

Vi = o~ plB) A5 @0 A0 04 (0 5) 0ok L))

B 3
+ ()45 (0)0,0 A0 a((55) O 0w, 7N | +11 0 v + 260 (6.101)
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Let us at first consider the second term in this formula:
1

3 0() 4100, A0 O)) 4 (53) 0 0w 7 S0()) 5
() A5 (@) A (00 0)) (9

B)(owa.ml

5 (@)p}+nov  (6.102)
contribution to W, is of order of

Similarly to Eq. (6.91), projectile matrix elements cannot give factor s so the corresponding

L

2 4

11 2 1\Mm 2p1, My
(ag; g, + bq Lguu)iﬂgsg or E
q

2
that are O(Oéqu

53 (252
Bas ) in comparison to Eqgs. (6.46) and (6.84), respectively.
We are left with
V= = P 0() Ay )0 A0SO}l (55) 0102 (el o vt 50
= = P a4y () A OBl (95) O oy ()
I , ,
— B (@) 4y (2)rwk A OOl (95) O ()
- (1;1;@(UC)AJ'(x)UukAi(O)w(O)M((1;;)(O)WiU.k’Yj1¢

G0@Ns + o u) + o < 0(6.104)
First, note that the two last terms are small, of order of Eq. (6.103), for the same reason
be rewritten as

as Eq. (6.101) above. As to the first term in r.h.s. of Eq. (6.104), using Eq. (11.7) it can

' Apipr - 1 1
Viw = = i B@A@raAO)0)a((65) 0)aS Zv@)s + 200
so the corresponding contribution to W, takes the form

(6.105)
Vo, = — 2w [ 1z gk B (g k 6.106
v - /3382Nc L2 (kg —Fk) 1L H (q,k1) (6.106)
where we used Egs. (11.31) and (11.45).
The full result for Wﬁb) is given by the sum of Eqs. (6.98) and (6.106)
@) _ 4pup [ o 2 Lo
Wi = B252N, d°k {kJ_Ff(Qv ki)— W’ﬁ(’ﬁq — k) H (q.k1) (6.107)
6.3.3 Second term in Eq. (6.4)

i(20)

Let us start now consider the second term in Eq. (6.4).

2uv

= 204, BI[E @) @) [B5 0001 0] + i 65 ¥4, B) + 760

(6.108)
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After Fierz transformation (11.1) we obtain

NC o « fo n m
WQ;W = - g(éy(sg +5y65 Juvg 5 A B|{ ’Ya_l( )][¢B(O)75¢B (%)] (6109)
+ Yo ® 8 © Va5 ® 1875} 14, B)
Nc « o 1 « —m —n n m
+ e (00] + 030, — S 9u9*”) (A, BIEL (2)00eE} (0)][U15(0)0 5 Ui (0)]|A, B) + @ 0

Sorting out color-singlet terms, we get similarly to sum of Eqgs. (6.88) and (6.89)

WA = 5+ 65p — 8) ((0(2) B (2 Bi(0)(0))
x«75mwwwﬁw@wA+wm®¢uw+%wm®vwm0-+xwo

3 (56*55 T 1gu,,g 5)

{ paa{ (8O0 29 () Al(2) By () Ba(0) (0)) 5

F{(B2) (0170, 7 wmu@@wmww&@wmm}+xﬁo (6.110)

Starting from this point, all calculations repeat those of Sections 6.3.1 and 6.3.2 with
replacements of p1 <+ p2, a4 <+ B, and exchange of projectile matrix elements and the
target ones. The result is Eq. (6.111) with these replacements so we finally get

4p1,p1v 1
Wi = s [k (68 [ (g, k)P (@, k) = —5K2 (kg = k) LH (g, k)
q c

4p2,up21/

T azs?h, /koL (4= K2 F (g, k1) - %(q — k)3 (kg — k) H (g, k)| (6111)

6.4 Third term with two quark-quark-gluon operators

Let us consider the first term in the r.h.s. of Eq. (6.5). After Fierz transformation it turns
to

(ST ()35 () (B O (0) + s 5 ¥

= _gT(E ()% (0)) (V5 (0)Z5 (= ))+%(:T(x)%lﬂmo))(zﬁ%(0)7552(51:))
9 (20 0,03 0)) (011725 (@) + 22 (@) 0)) (B 01155 )

ET @ )05 @) + e ¥
— L EP @t ) (010 (@) + i ¢+ 7]
+ LIEP @000t} (0) (T (00 ZE () + 1 ¢ 0]
— I S )0 (0)) (5 (0)0sZF () (6:112)

Let us demonstrate that after sorting out color-singlet matrix elements the contribution
W,S%C) is O(ﬁ) in comparison to W,E o) (and Wﬁb)). Consider a typical term in the r.h.s.
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of Eq. (6.112)

Ne 4, BIEP ()13 (0) (B (0125 ()14, B) (6.113)
= ]ZWLBWfii><w>A§"l<w>vi¢jnwmo»(%(owﬁ@wam@);wg(x))\A,B>

After separation of color singlet contributions
(A, BI(¢5(A)™ %) (b (B)) ™ 0p)|A, B)
= (WA ™) B (B) ™ V) — if WA ATYR) (B B YE) B
= NL<@EAA1‘1/1A>A<TZJBB]'¢B>B — 2i (AL (Patthpa)) a(BL(ptp)) B

_ Ni £ AL (P atPa)) a(BUGpYE)) 5

abc

NZ -1

(haAiva) A(YBBjE) B — 2i (A§ (P att®a)) a(bBjbB)

1
- NC(N(22 - 1)<

1
N,
Vadiha) a(VBBjYB)B (6.114)

we get

e (4, BIEP () 0(0)) (B )25 ()14, B) (6.115)
_ . _ . 1
=~ G ) A BT O) AGO)Tap, 7 B0 S0 )

Since projectile and target matrix elements can bring s each and é and % convert to aiq
and Bl—q, the typical contribution of (6.115) to WH¥(q) is

1 i ¢\ q] i >

pwy 4 191 pv 11

~ —x(g , , (6.116)
N2 ( L agfqs’  gfys I aqfqs

In Ref. [28] we calculated the sum of these structures corresponding to convolution of
¢ and v. In principle, one can repeat that calculation and find contribution to these
structures separately. However, since the corresponding matrix elements of quark-quark-
gluon operators are virtually unknown, in this paper we we will disregard such ﬁ terms.

Thus, the contribution of Eq. (5.6) to W, (q) is given in the leading order in N, by
the sum of equations (6.46), (6.84), and (6.111).

7 Power corrections from J'(x)J}(0) terms
Power corrections of the second type come from the terms

Uy (2)7,¥1(2)P2(0)7,¥2(0) + x40 (7.1)
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where WUy and Uy are given by Eq. (4.12). 2 We get

(@44 E1) @) (a + Z1) @)] [($5 + E2) (0% (5 +E2)(0)] + @0

— [Pa@a(@)] [B5(0)365(0)] 72
+ [Er(@)a@)] [05(0)75(0)] + [Pal@)3E1(2)] [550)05(0)]

+ Wa@)pta(@)] [E20)305(0)] + [Pa(@)yuva@)] [¥5(0)1Za(0)]

+ [51(2)7,51@)] [050)1 05 (0)] + [Pa(@)yaa(@)] [22(00%,22(0)]

+ [E1(2) 7,4 (2)] [$5(0)1Z2(0)] + [Da(@)7Z1 (2)] [E2(0) w15 (0)]

+ [E1(2)vu1a(2)] [22(0)748(0)] + [$a(2)7,E1(2)] [¥B(0)7,E2(0)] + 240

First, let us demonstrate that contributions to W, from the second to fifth lines in eq. (7.2)
vanish. Obviously, matrix element of the operator in the second line vanishes. Formally,

/ dze €70 (p 4 [1(T0, 21 )0 (Te, 21 )|pa) = 8(g)(Palt(0)7,(0)|pa),

/d:c* e~ P (ppl (013 (0)lps) = 8(Be) (Pl (0)14(0)lpE) (7.3)

and, non-formally, one hadron cannot produce the DY pair on its own.

It is easy to see that contributions to WW from the third and the fourth lines in Eq.
(7.2) vanish due to the absence of color-singlet structure. Indeed, let us consider for example

the term
[E1(2)7u0a(2)] [05(0)1¥p(0)] = - [(&E;)(x)viBZ’"”"%vmﬁ(w)] [¥55(0)325(0)]
(7.4)
The corresponding term in W;w is
ey @y P @) 2 OB O O + mev (75)

which obviously does not have color-singlet contribution. Similarly, other three terms in
the third and fourth lines in Eq. (7.2) vanish.

Next, let us demonstrate that the contribution of the fifth line in Eq. (7.2) vanishes for
the same reason as in Eq. (7.3). Let is consider for example the first term in the fifth line

[él (x)’)/,uEI (JJ)] [@B(O)’YuwB (O>]

= T2 [(f42) @ Bile)p, s By(w) ~a(@)] [$5(0)35(0)]

52

— PR @npy T R @) (BB @)U 01,05 0)] (7.6)

2Tn the appendix 8.3.2 to [28] it is demonstrated that higher-order terms in the expansion Eq. (4.11)
(denoted by dots) are small in our kinematical region s > Q%> 4.
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where we separated color-singlet contribution in the last line. The corresponding term in
W is

1 2ps iozeti(bn e
647T6N683u/d2k1-/‘dx'd2xJ_ e +i(k, )L/d.’E*dQ.’IJle Bre+i(g—k,z') L <77)

>< <(&§)<x.,m)vimj3w<m.,m>>A<B (s /) B2 e, )01 6(0)) 5

— Sl gy (D) 0Ny (0

' / dw.d’a! e PP OB (@, o ) B (., ! JH(0)10(0))5 = 0

Similarly, the contribution of the second term in the fifth line of Eq. (7.2) will be propor-
tional to 0(f,) and hence vanish.

Let us now discuss the non-vanishing contributions coming from last two lines in Eq.
(7.2). For example, the first term in the sixth line is

21 @a @) [FOZ(0)] = (B 2)7 B P22, Pt 4t Loty 0)

7B
1.
= (@5 D)7 50 @) [, BT B @) Lo 0)] (7.9
Separating color-singlet contributions with the help of the formula
— a 2t
W Aftn) = 3o BA) (79)

we get the corresponding term in Wuu in the form

o1 ) @401 B (GO Bile) 300D (710)

Nf;’ T~ N Consequently,

as discussed in Sect. 6.2.2, non-negligible contributions come from transverse p and v only.

which is similar to Eq. (6.57) with exception of extra color factor

We calculate them in next Section.

7.1 Last two lines in eq. (7.2)
In this section we calculate the traceless part of sixth and seventh lines Eq. (7.2). Since we

consider only transverse u and v, to simplify notations we will call them m and n in this
Section. Using eq. (4.12) and separating color-singlet matrix elements with the help of Eq.
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(7.9), we rewrite the traceless part of sixth and seventh lines in Eq. (7.2) as

[E1(2)¥mva(z)] [22(0)1m(0)] + [Ya(z)ymEZ1(2)] [¥B(0)1nE2(0)] + m <> n)
1

SNT 1) ( [(Jmé) (@)Y P 1 Ar(0)a(x)] [&B<0>vnplvk8j<x>;w3(0)]

+ [l/_}A(x)’Yn%’YjAkm)éwA(x)] [(@B;)(O)ka/ﬁﬂmBj(w)@/)B(O)}

+ (842 @110 400000 [ (555) 05,70, (@) (0)]

+ [a@ 1,y A0) - a@)] [a0)1p 1 By (@) 50n(0)] 4 m o m)  (71)

To save space, hereafter we do not display subtraction of trace with respect to m,n
indices but it is always assumed. Using formulas (11.22) we can write down the contribution
to W, from sixth and seventh lines in Eq. (7.2) in the form

[a—

X ((65) O, Bal@)(0)) 3 + B(0) Bu(@)p, Z0(0))p +m < n) + 20 (7.12)
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Let us now consider corresponding matrix elements. It is easy to see that

1 —iaxeti(k,x n 1 1
87r3s/d2$de' e +i(k,) L (1 (ze, $L)Ai(0)p2ai/)(l‘., T1))A

11 et e - . F
_ P /dQLI?J_d.T. ezax.+z(k,x)1_/ dx:<1/1(37.71'1_)p2[F*i +275F*i](0)1/}(xi,$L)>A
k; .
= Ez]l(a7kJ_)7
1 —iaxe+i(k,x -1 A
11 et e o o
_ s /dQCCJ_d:I:. ezax.Jrz(k,a:)J_/ dx’.<¢(g;’.,:cj_)p2[F*z — 175F*i](0)w(x.,mj_)>,4,
k; -
= - 5]1(057 kJ.)v
1 —iQTe /,7, 1
G [ e € D0) Ay, 004
11 ot 0 . -
_ aw/d%wm, ew-“(k:l‘h/ Ay (Y (0)p, [Fui + 175 Fui] (e, 1 )1h(24,01)) 4
— kii*
- - a]l (Oé, kJ_)a
1 —ioxe+i(k,x -1 A
% d2l‘LdCL'. e +i(k, )L<(¢5)(0)p2A1([E.,$l)¢(0)>A

1 1 —iare+i(k,x e " .
— aw/d2mx. e~ tozetilk, M/ da, (Y (, 0L )p,[Fui — i75F5i] (e, 2.1 )10(0)) 4,
= E]l(avkl_)v (7'13)

where we used parametrization (11.49). For the target matrix elements, we obtain

G [ e, D G ) B0, G0 = (8 k),

8%38 e, oD (G2 o ) B0l = G1(8,00),
Gy [ Pasde, DL G0) B, 21 )p G000 = - 55k,

- / P dr, e—iﬁwwﬂ<(u7;)<0>pléz-<x*7fmwom = ’;m,m, (7.14)

The corresponding contribution to (traceless) W (ay, B¢,z 1) takes the form
2
ngfth(q) — trace = (2;/4]\7 /d4 etz (W6+7th(au_) trace)

B (N—1aqﬁq/d2k1 (j1 — J1) (g, k1) (T — J1)(Bgs (¢ — k) 1) + c.c.]

X [km(q_k)n+m<_>n+gmn(kaq_k) ] (7'15)

where we have recovered the subtraction of trace.
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The trace part can be obtained in a similar way. Using Eq. (11.21) one gets

‘1)<x>Am<o>¢2w<x>>A<z/?<o>plé"%m>;wo»B
+<w<x>p221m<o>1w<x>>A<(w;)<o>ém<x>plw<o>>3

«

)(@) A OB @)l (95) OB @)pyv(0)) 5
+ @y An(0) (55) () DO, B () 05 +m 5 m) + w50,
= iy (02 @ A0, 0() + D) An(0) L0

1

x ((05) (0)B™(@)p,4(0)5 + zﬁ(omlém(x)Ew(o»B) + 20 (7.16)

The corresponding contribution to trace part of W (ay, 8y, z1) takes the form

s/2
(2m)4N,

g W a) = dia e g (2 ) (7.17)

2

= - (N2—1)aqﬂqs/d2m(k’q — k) 1[G — J2)(orgs k1) (G5 = 75) (B, (@ — k) 1) + c.c]

which agrees with Eq. (6.2) from Ref. [28] after replacements jo = ji¥3 — i3

and
Jo = jiW3 + 2'3%‘”3. It should be noted that the difference between j; and js in traceless vs
trace part is due to difference in formulas (11.22) and (11.21).
Thus, the result is the sum of Eqs. (7.15) and (7.17)
WO () — /2 o eI )
me (2m)4N, mn
]- / 2 . = . =
= oA/ d kj_( g1 = j1)(ag k1) (T = 51)(Bg, (¢ — k) 1) + c.c.
e ) (11 =000 k0T = 3By (0 - k)2 + el
X ku(lg—k)y+pev+ g/fy(k,q — k)]

— G (ks g = K) L[(2 = jo) (g, k1) (35 — 33)(Bgs (¢ — K) 1) + c.c] (7.18)
As we mentioned in the Introduction, in this paper we we will take into account only
leading and sub-leading terms in N, and leave the % corrections discussed above for future
publications.

Finally, as proved in Appendix 11.5, we can neglect contributions proportional to the
product of quark and gluon TMDs.

8 Results and estimates

8.1 Results

Assembling Eqgs. (5.10), (6.46), (6.84), (6.111), and (7.18) we get the result for W, (¢) that
consists of two parts:

W () = Wi () + W7, (q) (8.1)
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The first, gauge-invariant, part is given by
W (@) = Wu'(9) + W' (9),

1
Wil = LAl Wil - 5 [P k) WE G0k,

1
Wil (g Zefwfﬂ LW = o [PRE G RW k) (52)

where F/ and H/ are given by Eq. (6.29) and

1
WE(g,k1) = — g, + =5 (dhar +qlgh) + 1L 2 H+q“q % — 4(k,q — k)]
| I
~ I
— [ & (gt - LY (g - 20y v (8.3)
| I
2WH T g, k1) (8.4)

1 1 1 n 1 q qNV_QHQI'/'
= _ku(q_k)l/_ku(q_k),u_guu(kvq_k)i+2¥kl( _k)
I
H ~
— (B a—R)F + k@ - R3]+ B[R0 — ki —kE@— k)] +nov)
H |
~ ] [ ~
V+ 12 I/+ 124
ol TG 102 (kg — k)1 (kg — k) — BT o) g q)) (kg — k)L
| |

agp1 + Bgp2 and G, = agp1 — Bgp2. These are the same expressions as in Eq.
2.3) if one identifies x4 with «a, and zp with £, and neglects O m?) terms in pa and
q q s

where qH =

pp and O(%) corrections due to difference between Q2 and Qﬁ. It is easy to see that
q“Wlﬁ = 0 and q“Wﬁ, = 0. Note that q“Wlf; and q“Wﬁ are exactly zero without
any é—% corrections. This is similar to usual “forward” DIS, but different from off-forward
DVCS where the cancellations of right-hand sides of Ward identities involve infinite towers
of twists [42-44]

The second part is

1 1 1
WA = ek gs [ ho| a0 e (g — R
‘r

— K (g — k)i (g — k) — (g — k) kikis + g (kg — k)2 — g k3 (g — k1)?) JHY (a0, k1)
N

+ g (e =R o vt gl (kg = 010 (0, k)
oLy 1 Q1
Gn(koa =R @ k1)) + O(5)| + O(G0) (8.5)
where H 4 is given by Eq. (6.71) and
J(@.k) = G — j1)(ag kD) (F = 75 (Bgs (= k) 1) + c.c.
J(q. kL) = (j2 — J2)(ag, k1) (35 — 53)(Bg (q — k) 1) + cc. (8.6)
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These terms are not gauge invariant: q”Wiu(q) # 0. The reason is that gauge invariance

2
is restored after adding terms like % x Eq.(5.11) which we do not calculate in this paper.
Indeed, for example,

1.2 ) 1.2

2 q, 9] Poq, 49y q, 9]
Wi (q) ~ == and ¢" x = (8.7)

mv gy a?lﬂQSQ aqfq$

They are of the same order so one should expect that gauge invariance is restored after

calculation of the terms ~ Z 2%% which are beyond the scope of this paper. For the same

reason we see that all structures in Eq. (5.11) except g*‘”ﬁqis and i g”s are determined by
QqPq
leading-twist TMDs f; and hi .
Sometimes it is convenient to represent hadronic tensor in transverse coordinate space.

Introducing
flaby) } -/ s eiwbu{ flosky) (8.5)
fla,bl) 472 fla, k)
(and similarly for target TMDs) we get
W;}f(aqvﬁqa by) (8.9)

Il _
= ux? Y3 —gh QQ(HaL dJoy) — WLl o g Ml ) o )
f

~ ||
q . q — —
= [ & (5 - Zio (ol — o) + e v] + fi o Fi} + O(a)
l ||
where f1 = fi(ag,b1), fi = f1(By,b1) everywhere except f <+ f terms where it is opposite
(the question about rapidity cutoffs for TMDs will be addressed in Sect. 9).
Similarly, we can write down WH contribution in coordinate space. For future use,
however, it is convenient to define Fourier transform in a slightly different way. Introduce

hz(lﬁ_) = kzhf‘(k‘) (kJ_) =k hl(k) and

2
hi (a,b1) _ /d ki (k)1 f}i(a, k1) (8.10)
hi(a, b)) 472 hi(a, k)

then Wl}f can be represented as

lol G s
T f7 . GbD = Gully i f oy
m*WiH (ag, Bg,b1) = 4wzze§(gjyh§hfﬂ — hfRS — hohd + 2Wa hlo'h!
] Il

+ B rGonhRg + o+ B [GonhR — Ko+ op o v) - G & e
“ of I
. o [ I S )
X [8i(hth§) +5Zh§8’hﬂ Ma [(hf&h; _ h;&h;)] L heh (8.11)
H
where h; = hi(ag, k1) and h; = hi(By, (¢ — k) ) everywhere except h <+ h terms where it is

opposite, cf. Eq. (8.9).
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8.2 Four Lorentz structures of hadronic tensor

The four Lorentz structures of hadronic tensor in Collins-Soper frame are given by Eq. (1.2)
where (Q1 = |q.|)

QL
Q)

(agp1 + Bypa) + @ (8.12)

q 1
7 = 5” = Q—H(aqm—ﬁqm)v X = QLQqL

suchthat - X =¢-Z=X-Z=0and X? =22 =

First, let us check the structure corresponding to the total cross section of DY pair
production. From Eq. (8.1) we get

W (q) — Zef/d% Qk)}Ff(q, ki) (8.13)
Mfﬂ( )+ (kg — ) H @k} 14 O( )} Lo(L

2
e N Q'

which agrees with Eq. (6.2) from Ref. [28]. This equation gives the sum of structures
W[LL = — (2Wp+ Wp).

8.2.1 Wg

The easiest structure to get is Wy. Multiplying Eq. (8.1) by Z,Z, and comparing to Eq.
(1.1) we get

Wi(q) = Z“Z”VV1 ZefQQN /dkj_ q—2k)LFf(q,kJ_) (8.14)
72

+ #(%i(q ~ B = K+ g = WA g = b)) Y 0,k 14 O(55) + 0(32)]

Thus, one may say that Wp, is known at LHC energies at qﬁ_ < @Q? as far as fi and hi are

known.
8.2.2 Wa
Using formula ¢\ Z"W,, = (X -q) Wa = Q”QL Wa we get
Wa = @ D e /d%L (q,q9 —2k) L FI(q, k)
QLN ! ’
(k,q— k) f i
- (q,q—%)iﬂ (q7kL)}|:1+O(Q2)+O( C)} (8.15)

Again, we see that Wa is expressed via f; and hll with great accuracy.
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8.2.3 Wr

Next, from Eqgs. (8.13), (8.14) and W} = — (2Wyp + W) one easily obtains
w2 fan{in- —]Ff<q7 )
+ 53 2(2kJ_(q_k)J_+ (k% + (q— k)] (kg — k)L )H (q. k1)
2m Q”
Ne i a1
+ Ng_l(k,q—k)uz (%kL)}[l‘FO(?)} +O(@) (8.16)
8.2.4 Waa

Finally, the easiest way to pick out Waa is to multiply W, by qiqlf / qﬁ_. One obtains from

1L
Eq. (1.1) %W’“’( ) = Q” 5 (Wr — Waa). On the other hand, from Egs. (8.3) and (8.4)
one gets -
H v
qa,4
Jq_QLW,L}I/(Q)
1
1 2 [ 2 (kyg—k)L  2(¢,k)1(q,9—F)1
= Nzef/d kL{Ff(q,le [ T e }Hf(q,kl)}
‘s
(8.17)
and from Eq. (8.5)
qui 2 2 1
w2, fZef [P - b (59)
a Qjai m

— kﬁ(q,q—kh—(q—lﬁ) (@,5)2 =} (k,q— k)2 + @ k2 (g —k1)?] Y H (g, k1)

C

N,
t 21 ([2(61, k)1(gq— k)1 —af (kg — k) (g k) + ¢ (kg — k) LT (g, /u)) }
Thus, we get
2
i
Wan = WT—Q— 2; = Zef/cﬁ qL F (q,k1) (8.19)
H L1

. (2(q, k)i(q,q—k)L

k,qg—k k?
qi ( QQ{ J_ L

kg = k)L 4 (- B3]+ B (kg — B) L — 2(0.k) (g0 — k)i})%Hf(%kJ_)

2

1 k2 (q—Fky)?

g (@ - W+ @t - K= k) 4 (kg - b2
2L L

~2(q. k(e — 0 BT g, k)

N, 1 2q, k)1 (q,q— k 1
+ 2_1Qﬁ[(k,q—k)¢— 4 )L(q%q ”]J{(q,m + O(N—g)}Jro(%)
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This is the only function which has a O(é), leading- N, contribution proportional to twist-
three TMD H 4 not related to leading-twist TMDs by equations of motion. The functions
W, Wr, and Wa do not have such contributions (although they have such contributions
at the N% level).

8.3 Estimates of W;(q) at ¢2 > m?
8.3.1 Order-of-magnitude estimates

Following the analysis in Ref. |28], let us estimate the relative strength of Lorentz structures
W; at ¢? > m?. First, we assume that Ni is a good parameter and leave only terms leading
in N,.. Second, at qJ_ > m? we probe the perturbative tails of TMD’s f; ~ k—g and hi ~ ki
[45]. So, as long as Q% > q > m? we can approximate

flag)
k4

’ hJ‘(aq,kL) ~ m?\/h(aq) B~ f(aq) Bt~ m?vfz(aq) (8.20)

fl(a.mki) = y 1 —
Kl kL

(up to logarithmic corrections). Similarly, for the target we can use the estimate

£(5.) myh(B) o FB) . mAh(3)

ki ) T? fl':

fl(ﬁzaki) = hf—(ﬁz?ki) =

as long as k‘f_ < Q2. Thus, we get an estimate
F/(ag, By)
K(g— k)7

4H (g, By)
k(g —k)%’

Fl(qky) ~ Flag,B) = ) ff(By) + 1 F,

HY(q,k1) ~ m H (g, B,) = b (ag)h! (B,) + 1 < bl (8.22)

Note that due to the “positivity constraint” [46]
hi (z, k1) < f1 (a, k1) (8.23)
L

we can safely assume that the functions f(x) and h(z) defined in Egs. (8.20) and (8.21)
are of the same order of magnitude. Moreover, both theoretical [47] and phenomenological
[48, 49] analysis indicate that hi is several times smaller than f; so in numerical estimates
we will disregard the contribution of hll.

8.3.2 Power corrections for total DY cross section

Substituting the above approximations to Eq. (8.13) we get the following estimate of the
strength of power corrections for total DY cross section 28]

2
Wi = -2 Y& [en {1 2B p ) + 2’%1{/‘@,@)}
~ 2 2 2 kq_k) (aaﬁ) 2m2Hf(a,ﬁ)
a _chef/d kl 1_2 Q? LCQ(qi )qi+ Q? ki(qjk)qi}
~ 2 2 2 7q_k)L Ff(avﬁ)
~ —chef/d lﬁ[1—2 > ]kﬁ(qqk)qi (8.24)
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where we used estimates (8.22) and the fact that (k,q—k); ~ ¢ > m?. Thus, the relative
weight of the leading term and power correction is determined by the factor 1 — 2%.
Due to Egs. (8.20) and (8.21), the integrals over k| are logarithmic and should be cut from

below by m?\, and from above by Q? so we get an estimate

1 21 ¢ (k,qg—k). Q?
k) ———s ~ —In-%, /d2k1’ ~ —7ln—=- (8.25)

/ kila—k)3 — a7 m? ki(a—k)7 ¢
where we assumed that the first integral is determined by the logarithmical region qﬁ_ >
k‘f_ > m?\, and the second by Q2 > k‘f_ > qf_. Taking these integrals to Eq. (8.24) one

obtains
47
Wi = -5 ef[fl +@1
Q

By this estimate, the power correction reaches the level of few percent at ¢, ~ 3.

Q2
[P @0 (8.26)
8.3.3 Power corrections for Wy

Let us now consider estimates described in Sect. 8.3.1 for W given by Eq. (8.16). At large
N, we can omit the third line so

1 o [ 2 ¥
i) = 53 Jerwai- ] rs g ) (3.27)
1
+ m2Q2 (2k% (¢ — k)L + [T + (a— k)3)(k,q— k)L ) H (q,k1)
1 2/ 2 g1 1 F/(aq, By)
~ — er | d k< (1—
chf: ! {[ 2Q2}ki(q—k)i
m2 (kg — k)1 \ HY (ag, By)
1+ k5 4+ (g — k)= o 8.28
M SRRt e e O) T A B
Again, due to qi > m? the second term in braces can be neglected and we get
o 1 1 il 2 of
~ — |5 - —5|In—= F 2
WT(Q) Nc [qi 2Q2:| n m2 Zef (O‘qaﬁq) (8 9)
Thus, for Wy the power correction reaches 10% level at g, ~ %
8.3.4 Estimate of W,
Again, using estimates from Sect. 8.3.1 one obtains
Wr(q) = e / q—2k)% F/(a,, B
() ; (ol s (CRE LR e
2 2 o  (kyg—Kk)L\ ¢
2—1k — k)75 H k 8.30
Fm (22 6+ (0= =y ) H k) ) (8.30)
which gives approximately
27 qi Q* 2
Wi(q) =~ —= 4 2In % F/ 8.31
1a) = gy I+ 20 g ;ef (g, ) (8.31)
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in agreement with Eqs. (8.26) and (8.29). The estimate of the ratio of Wr,/Wr is

d
Wile) InQ*/q1
Wr) = Q° [1 g jm?

(8.32)

8.3.5 Magnitude of Wx

It is easy to see that Wa vanishes if one uses the estimates (8.20) and (8.21). Indeed, with
these formulas F(q,k;) and H(q,k)) are symmetric under replacement k; <> (¢ — k)L
whereas (g, g —2k) | in the integrand in Eq. (8.15) is antisymmetric. Moreover, this vanish-
ing of Wa will occur for any factorizable model of TMDs f; and hi: if fi(c, k1) = f(a)é(kL)
and hi (o, k1) = h(a)p(k,) the integral (8.15) vanishes. On the other hand, W is only
~ %WT so without better knowledge of TMDs it is impossible to tell whether W is
smaller or bigger than, say, Wr. Also, if the parameter oqu% is not negligible, to compare
Wa and Wy, one needs to take into account O(cy) corrections to Wa defined by TMDs
other than f; and h{.

8.3.6 Estimate of Waa

Let us consider the relative weight of the terms in the r.h.s. of Eq. (8.19). As we mentioned,
we assume that N% is a valid small parameter so we can omit the last J; term. Also, it
is natural to assume that Hfl(q, k1) is of the same order of magnitude as H(q, k) and,
since the term with H 4 is a power correction, it is not unreasonable to neglect this term in
the first approximation. Using now estimates (8.22) and the integrals

ki(q — k), ™ G\, O
Pk (k> —m®)0((q — k)2 —m?) ~ — 2 L
/ kﬁ(q— k)jl_ ( L m ) ((q )J_ m ) 2qi <gzk + qJ— ) nmg
ki(q — k), ™ Gak\ , @
Ph————2 (k2 —m®0((q— k)2 —m?) ~ —(gx +4 n-+ (833
[ o =m0~ ) = (o) s

one gets an estimate
q
Wan =~ Zef/dZ LF (¢,k1)

. (2((1, k)L (qvq A

1
+ =5 [kﬁ(q - k)3

a7 ! Q
+ %(k, q— k)i[ki +(q— k)3 +q% (kg — k)L —2(q.k) (g, q — k)l])%Hf(q, ki)
4 2@2 2

8.3.7 Lam-Tung relation
It is easy to see that if one neglects H in Eq. (8.14) the ratio of W, and 2Waa is approxi-

mately
Wi, ~ 14 anZ/qi
2WAA In qf_ /m?
It seems like the Lam-Tung relation works better if we move closer to the domain of collinear
factorization Q2 ~ @2 > m?

(8.35)
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8.3.8 Estimates of asymmetries

The differential cross section of DY process is parametrized as

(da)*l do 3

Jia = 1+ Acos? 6 + psin 26 cos ¢ + % sin? ) cos 20) (8.36)
q

dQdtq 47T(/\+3)(
where () is the solid angle of the lepton in terms of its polar and azimuthal angles in
the center-of-mass system of the lepton pair. The angular coefficients A, u, and v can be
expressed in terms of the hadronic tensor:

Wr — W, Wa _ 2Waa

- L - A, = A 8.37
Wrrwr P T werw VT Wrrwn (8:37)

For an estimate, let us take s=8 TeV and Q=90 GeV so that x4 ~ xp ~ 0.1 in central region
of rapidity. Although we did not include the contribution of Z-boson, we can compare our
order-of-magnitude estimates with experimental data at this kinematics [50, 51]. Let us
take @1 = 20 GeV so the power corrections ~ %—25 are small but sizable, of order of few per
cent. At this kinematics, we obtain

14 2an2/Qi

. WL lnqi/m2
=X = 2t~ 2~ 019 (8.38)
qi 2 lan_/m2

from Eq. (8.31) which agrees with estimates in Ref. [52]. Next, in our kinematics the
expression in square brackets in the r.h.s. in Eq. (8.34) is approximately F' 4+ 0.17H. Since
the Boer-Mulders function seem to be of order of few percent of f; (see the discussion in
Sect. 8.3.1), the term with H can be safely neglected and we get

2WAn 1
= ~ ~ 0.05 8.39
v Wr+ Wy, Q? 7;+2IDQ2/QE_ ( )
2

g lnqi/m2

As to p coefficient, as we mentioned, we cannot estimate it since with factorization hy-
pothesis for TMDs it vanishes. Reversing the argument, if 4 will be measured to be much
smaller than v, it will be an argument in favor of factorization hypothesis for TMDs f; and
hi. Actually, there are experiments at much lower ¢; and @ ~ few GeV which indicate
that p is very small [53].

Last but not least, let us estimate Lam-Tung relation. With our approximation in the
above kinematics we get

e 21HQ2/Qi
2Wan Ing? /m?

~ 2.0 (8.40)

so it seems to be violated at this kinematics. Again, these order-of-magnitude estimates do
not include the contribution to DY cross section mediated by the Z-boson.
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9 Coefficient functions and matching of rapidity cutoffs

The result (8.2) is a tree-level formula and to fully understand Eq. (1.3) we should specify
the rapidity cutoffs for fi’s and hi’s. As we discussed in section 3, the rapidity cutoff for
longitudinal momenta in fi(agq, k) is B < o, and for fi(8q, k1) o < oy, where o, and oy
are rapidity bounds for central fields. To avoid double counting, the region where both
a < oy and 8 < o, should give only small power corrections. This is achieved if one takes
Op, O ~ % so power corrections from double counting are % In this case, the region

ag > a > oy, Bq > B > o, gives Sudakov double-log factor

o _ascp ag ﬁj
C@$r%§9fve w o o (9.1)
gt Op

where the coefficient *<°F is two times 7eusp for quarks. A more precise formula can be
obtained from the requirement that the product of two TMDs and the coefficient function
(9.1) does not depend on the “rapidity divides” o, and o;. For simplicity, let us start with
the leading-twist term ~ glf,/F . Rapidity evolution of the function fi(ayg,b1;¢,) was found
in Ref. [54] 13

a,Cr bis
mfl(aqvbﬁgp) - T [—lnaqu— 511"17 —7E+O(as)]f1(04q,bb§p)
P
d OéSCF 1 b2 S
mfl(ﬁm bL;%) = - [— lnﬂqgt - 5 In f —vE + O(as)]fl(ﬁqa by; Ct) (92)

where ¢, = 0,01 /s, ¢ = 0¢b /s are b) -dependent cutoffs providing conformal invariance
of the leading-order TMD rapidity evolution (in the coordinate space) and ~yg is Euler’s
constant. Similar equation holds true for f; since it is obtained from the evolution of the
same operator.

Looking at Egs. (9.1) and (9.2) one can guess that the coefficient function ~ g times
two TMDs f in the coordinate space has the form

Wy, (g, By, b1) ~ Mo, By, bissp,se) [fi(ag biisp) fi(Bgbiis) + f1 > fi] (9.3)

where

_ascp agb | /s ~ ) (ﬁqbl\/g ~ ) ascp 1.2
— In (7% e7E ) In > eVE )+ o In gpq[

M(aq718q7 bLa gp,gt) = €

It is easy to check that with M given by Eq. (9.4) we have -%(r.h.s. of Eq. (9.3)) = 0 and

dsp
d%(r.h.s. of Eq. (9.3)) = 0 so our guess (9.4) for the coefficient function is correct up to
14

1+ 0(as)] (94)

O(as) terms.
To write precise matching for other parts of W, is a more complicated task. Let us
start with Wﬁf terms considered in the next Section.

13As noted in Ref. [54], the factor ~ g depends on the exact way to cut integrals over a and 3. Here
3

a _B
the factor —yg corresponds to “smooth” cutoffs e ¢t and e °r, see the discussion in Ref. [54]
4The Eq. (9.4) is obtained in the leading order in as so the argument of coupling constant is left
undetermined. One should expect Sudakov formula with running coupling constant [11, 55] at the NLO
level.
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9.1 Matching for W'¥' terms

We need to multiply Eq. (8.9) in coordinate space by M (ay, By, b1 ;<p, st). First, recall that

M (ag, By, b1y spyst)[f1(ag, b5 ) fi(Bg, bus ) + fi < fi] (9.5)

does not actually depend on the “rapidity divides” ¢, and ¢;. However, the differentiation
% affects evolution equations (9.2). In this case we modify the derivative with respect to
b; as follows

ascp bt

éifl<aqabl_;§p) = (@—T?ln%)ﬁ(aq,bggp),
1

- cp b

difi(Bpbiss) = (9 — = CFb—angt)fl(ﬁq,bi;m (9.6)
1

(and similarly for f’s) so that the Lh.s.’ of these equations satisfy Eqgs. (9.2). ' Note
also that 0;(Mff) = M(f;f + fO;f). With this definitions, one can write Wl}f in the
double-log approximation in the form

W' (g, B, br) = Y e5W (g, B,b1) (9.7)

flavors
WfF(aqa /Bqa bJ_) =

: Il = .
? v+ v r 4 v Ni Ni F
= an*{ — g, + S (gloF +allof) - LTl a o2 Mfifi - o M@ @' T

2
I I l

N o )
|G (0= G )M, — hd{) + o v] + fio i} +0(0)
Il I

where M = M(Oéq, Bqa bJ_; Sps Ct) and fl = fl (Oéq, bJ_a gp)a fl = f_l(ﬁqa bJ_a §t) everywhere
except f <> f terms where it is opposite.
It is easy to check gauge invariance: (agp) + Byph + i@ﬁ)Wl}f(aq, Bg,b1) = 0.
9.2 Matching for W'¥ terms
First, with our definitions (8.10) the Eq. (11.29) reads

1 2 —iaze+i(k,x) 7 . _ 1 f
87r33/dx'd x, e (Al (e, x 1 )oiethf(0)|A) = Nhi (o, k1)

1 —iaxe+i(k,x 7, L
87T38/dx.d2xL o—iazeti(kz) 1 (Al (0)oietpf(xe, x 1 )|A) = — e h{(a,kl) (9.8)

and similarly for the target matrix elements. With such definition, the evolution equation
for hi(c,by) = 2o [d?k ) e F™)1h;(a, k) is the same as Eq. (9.2)

d asCr [b.|V/'s
dlngphi(aq’bL;gp) I [—lnaqu—lnT —ve]hi(ag, bi;sp)
d asCF 1 bis
mhi(ﬁQabL;gt) = - [—lnﬂq%— §1I1 74 _'YE]hi(/BqabL;gt) (99)

15Strictly speaking, the difference between ; f and 9;f is ~ O(as) but since our matching is correct at
single-log limit (see Eq. (9.4)) we keep 9; f to avoid corrections ~ O(as In¢) in our matching formulas (8.9)
(and (8.11) below).
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and similarly for h;. The reason is that one-loop rapidity evolution for zZ(x., 21 )T (0) in
the Sudakov region is the same for all matrices I' between 1 (ze, 1) and zﬁ(O) due to the
fact that the “handbag” diagram in Fig. 3c is small and in two other diagrams (as well as

self-energy corrections) the matrix I' between (o, z ) and 1&(0) just multiplies the result
of calculation.

(a) (b)

’ +  permutations

()

Figure 3. Typical diagrams for the rapidity evolution of quark TMD in the Sudakov regime.

Next, to write down the product of mQWﬁj and the coefficient function we need modified
derivatives of h;’s of Eq. (9.6) type:

< ascp bt
Oihj(ag,bis) = (0 — — 5 In6p) (g, biisp),
T by
- ascp b
Dih;(Bg,bisst) = (0; — Fb2 InG)h;(Bq: b1;st) (9.10)
1

(and similarly for 7’s) so that d;h; will satisfy same evolution equations (9.9) as h;. We
get then

W;Z{{(awﬁqabj_) - Z eiw/,{lf{(o[fﬁﬁQJbL)u

flavors

m rH b)) = M(g-nihfi — BIRS — B RS 2qﬂqn_q~“‘7”5ihféf'ﬁf
m W(O‘qjﬁq’ J—)_ Ity — ptty Vu+ Tﬁ i i

[ Qo ) mi pom o 2 4l
+ %[(iamzf ViS + hidh!] + %[(i@’hzf B — Wi h]) + ) - BT I
[ [ [

. e lg + g gl D _
% (08 (MAIRE) + MBI R — LTI o 6315 — WIORI)] + s B (9.11)
[
where M = Moy, Bg;psst) and h; = hi(ag, ki, sp), hi = hi(By, (@ — k)1, st) everywhere
except h <+ h terms where it is opposite, cf. Eq. (8.9).

S
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Let us comment on the choice of “rapidity divides” ¢, and ¢; in the product
M (g, By biispyst) fi(ag, b136p) fi(Bg, busst) (and in similar Mhh product). As we men-
tioned in the beginning of this Section, in order to avoid double counting one should write
down factorization of the amplitude in projectile, target and central fields at ¢,,¢ ~ 1.
After that, as discussed in Ref. [54], one can use the double-log Sudakov evolution (9.2)
until

1 1
> ¢ &) = ——— > ¢ G = 9.12
gp = §p7 D O[qu\/§7 St = Sty t /quL\/g ( )
At this point, the result of Sudakov evolution is
M(qu, ﬁqa bLa §p7 gvt) [fl (aqa bL7 gXQD) _1 (/Blp bL; ét) + fl <~ fl]
= e 2 MY (g, b5 ) fi(Bg bii) + Fu o fi] (9.13)
so in the final result (8.9) one should take
— asNe ra .
MFf — e “srel?Q% [1 + O(as)} f1(ag,b156p) 1By, b1 S) (9.14)
Similarly, for Wl}f (cvg, By, b1 ) one should take
Mhihj — e~ "5 Q%1 [1 + O(as)} hi(ag, by ;) hy(Bgbis <) (9.15)

at the end of Sudakov evolution (9.9). It should be emphasized that since factor M is
universal for (9.14) and (9.15), our estimates of asymmetries in Sect. 8.3.8 are not affected
by summation of Sudakov double logs.

9.2.1 Rapidity-only cutoff for TMD

As discussed in Refs. [28, 29|, from the rapidity factorization (3.8) we get TMDs with
rapidity-only cutoff |a| < o or |f| < o, (or with modifications (9.12)). Such cutoff,
relevant for small-z physics, is different from the combination of UV and rapidity cutoffs
for TMDs used by moderate-z community, see the analysis in two [56-58| and three [59]
loops. For the tree-level formulas of Sect. 8, this difference in cutoffs does not matter, but
if one uses the formulas from Sect. 9 and integrates models for TMDs with Sudakov factor
M of Eq. (9.4), one has to relate TMDs with rapidity-only cutoffs to the TMD models with
conventional cutoffs. This requires calculations at the NLO level which are in progress.

10 Conclusions and outlook

Main result of this paper is Eq. (8.1) which gives the DY hadronic tensor for electromagnetic
current at small x with gauge invariance at the é level. The part (8.2), determined by
leading-twist TMDs f; and hi, is manifestly gauge invariant. The only non-gauge invariant

1,1
term at the é level is Eq. (8.6) with transverse p and v which is ~ q‘é%" times twist-3

TMDs. Also, in the leading- N, approximation the only structure affected by those terms is

4
Waa, all other structures are calculated up to O(é—ﬁ) terms. It is interesting to note that
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é terms necessary for gauge invariance are calculated more than than two decades after
the calculation of é corrections in Ref. [20].

It should be emphasized that, as discussed above, our rapidity factorization is different
from the standard factorization scheme for particle production in hadron-hadron scattering,
namely splitting the diagrams in collinear to projectile part, collinear to target part, hard
factor, and soft factor [9]. Here we factorize only in rapidity and the Q? evolution arises
from kﬁ_ dependence of the rapidity evolution kernels, same as in the BK (and NLO BK
[60]) equations. Also, since matrix elements of TMD operators with our rapidity cutoffs
are UV-finite [61, 62|, the only UV divergencies in our approach are usual UV divergencies
absorbed in the QCD running coupling. For the tree-level result (8.1) this does not matter,
but if one intends to use the result like (8.9) with Sudakov logarithms for conventional
TMDs with double UV and rapidity cutoffs, one needs to relate our TMDs with rapidity-
only cutoff to conventional TMDs. Needless to say, the gauge-invariant tree-level result
(8.2) should be correct for TMDs with any cutoffs.

An obvious outlook is to extend these results to the “real” DY process involving Z-
boson contributions which are relevant for our kinematics. Another outlook is the one-loop
calculations in this rapidity-based factorization and comparison to resummations of large
Inz and In Q?/Q? based on usual collinear factorization, see e.g. Refs. [34, 63]. The study
is in progress.

The author is grateful to V. Braun, A. Prokudin, A. Radyushkin, J. Qiu, and A.
Vladimirov for valuable discussions. This work is supported by Jefferson Science Associates,
LLC under the U.S. DOE contract #DE-AC05-060R23177 and by U.S. DOE grant #DE-
FG02-97TER41028.

11 Appendix

11.1 Formulas with Dirac matrices
11.1.1 Fierz transformation

First, let us write down Fierz transformation for symmetric hadronic tensor

) (D) + 1 65 ¥ (111)
= - 1(5355 + 0208 — g9 [(07a) (X78X) + (D¥a58) (XV875X)]

b (0760 4+ 6357 — L 06®) (Baeth) (1,5) — B2 (60)(50) + 222 (dr50) (v5)

»-lk\H

11.1.2 Formulas with o-matrices

It is convenient to define 16

2 2
€j = ij = PP Cuij (11.2)
16We use conventions from Bjorken € Drell where €223 = —1 and y#4Yy> = g"v~* + g"2y# — g" Y —

ie“””’yp’%. Also, with this convention 6,, = %ew,\paw = 10u7s5.
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such that €12 = 1 and €6, = givgji — gugjr- The frequently used formula is

OuvOap = (guozguﬁ - g,uﬁguoc) - iEpyaﬂ75 - i(guaauﬂ — 9uBOva — GuaOups + guﬁo';wc) (113)

with variations

2 . ) 24 ) ) 2
$0%0x) = 9ij T V65 T 104 — ~—GijTex;  _Oxi0ej = Jij + 164575 — 1045 + S Jii0xe
Uij0ek = —OekOij = —1JikOej + igjkOeis Oij0xk = —Oxk0ij = —1GikOxj + 1gjk0xi

(11.4)

We need also the following formulas with o-matrices in different matrix elements

1

O Q0o = — §(gua9uﬁ — Gvagup)oen @ o®"

+ Gua0pe ® O'VE — Gua0pe ® Uf — JuBTas @ af + 9u80ac @ alf — 00 @0 (11.5)

and
Gu @6, = — QQﬂagn ® 0 + 0 ® alf, Oen @G = Ggy @ SN (11.6)
Guv Guv
TugYs @ 0,505 + o v = S0 ©08s = = o @0+ p o v — SEog © o]

o.F ®@vicay; = D27 @ By = v @ By (ki + 95k — 9i)
= P9y + gixvi — 9ij 1) @ B1Y" = (vjo.kv) ® ou (11.7)

We will need also

Po @ Vb1V + Ba¥s @ ViB1ViVs = VbV ® By + Vi BaVivs © P15 (11.8)

11.1.3 Formulas with y-matrices and one gluon field

In the gauge A, = 0 the field A; can be represented as

Ai(ze,z)) = i/ "dxl Azl z) (11.9)

—00

(see eq. (4.3)). We define “dual” fields by

~ 2 [Te - - 9 [Tx 5
Ai(xe,x1) = s/ drl, Awi(2l,x1), Bi(xe,x) = / dr’, Bei(2l,x1), (11.10)

—o0 SJ -0

where F/w = %euy,\pF’\p as usual. With this definition we have /L = feijAj and BZ = eiij
SO

hAi = —Abyvi, Ay = —vithA, HBi = —B¥vi, By = —vihB (11.11)

where
Ai = Al - Z'zzli’)/5, Bz = BZ - iBi'YB (1112)
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We also use

Ay @ mPbrvi + A'Poys @ Wb Vivs = — Bohn ® B — B2Anys ® Pis
APy @Yt + A'Byys @ Vi mys = — Anl’fz ® P — Anl’fz% ® P15
V”pQ’Yi @p,Bi + 7"@27i75 @B = —p, ®¢1Bn — Py ®p1é”75
VP, @ P, Bi + VP, @ P ysBi = — P, @ Bup, — P75 @ Bupys (11.13)
and
9 . . o 9
S [P1827 @ By + $18275 © B'yavs] = % @ mBi+ %5 © 1 Bis
2

~[itoty @ By + %iba P17 © B'wnys] = 7w @ Bivn + viv5 ® Biva s

11.1.4 Formulas with y-matrices and two gluon fields

With definition (11.10), we have the following formulas

A;

®Bj :gijfik(@Bk—Aj@Bi, AZ(X)BJ :gijAk®Bk—AJ’®Bi (1114)
A~i ®B]

= —gijA,@B"+A; 9B, = A®B =-48B, A4;eB' =A4;®B
Using these formulas, after some algebra one obtains

Vi BV AT @ V1B’ + Ym B 1i A5 © Wmb1YiBIVs = PaAn ® ¥y B + BaAnvs © B1 By
Vi B2 Im A’ ® 1% B + V5 Parm A5 ® ¥y BIvs = PrAn ® B #y + ¥oAnys ® Bt s
Ym BV A @ Vi b1 B + Ym o1 A5 @ Vit BIYs = Anpy ® #1Bm + AnPyys ® $1Bmvs
i Yo rm A @ Vi b1 B’ + % B rm A5 @ Vit I BIvs = Anpy @ By + Anpyys ® Bt s

(11.15)
and
?fz/ulm ® Iflén + ]52;11175 b2y ]51Bm75 = gmn%fik ® ?flék
YoAm @ Bty + oAnys @ V5B = Gmn¥rAr @ B¥ )
Amﬂ2 & ﬂan + '75An¢2 ® ?’le75 = gmnAk¢2 ® ﬁlBk
Amﬁ2 & Bn?‘l + /YBAn¢2 ® VBEmﬁl = gmnAk¢2 ® Bk%l (1116)
The corollary of Eq. (11.16) is
]@Akz% & ﬂlék% = ?fzf‘vlk ® ]51ék7 Yfzf‘ulk% ® 75l§k]51 = ]?fzfik & Bkiﬁl
’YSAkﬁQ ® Iélék% = Akﬁz ® ﬁlék, ’Y5z‘u1k752 ® ’Y5Bk151 = Akﬁz X Bkﬁl (11~17)

From Egs. (11.15) and (11.16) one easily obtains

Vi B AL @Y 17 B AN By A5 @yn 17 BPys + m 5 = 2gmn e Ar @ BY (11.18)
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and

VB2V AL @ V1% B? + YmBavi Avs @ BB vs — mrn
= 21521471 ® ﬂlém - m<<n,

Vi B m AL @ Vi b1 B + Vi P ym A s @ Vb1 Bl ys — m < n
= 24,y ® Bnppy — m < n (11.19)

We need also formulas

SA b © B s

— Aly; ® By — iAiyjvs @ Bl + Ay © Biyiys + Alyjvs © Blyivs,
ATy © BI By i + A s © By i)

= v A; ®v'B; + 7 Aiys ® 7' Bjs,
Yidjrs ® v Aiys = %id; ® VB - uAl @B (11.20)

and

Avvipy’ @ Biy'p /" = p,Ai@p B = Apyvi @ B,
AP,y @ Biy"py' = Aip, @ Bip, = vihhA® Y $1 B,
Ay, @ BIPp ' = pAi@ B'p, = Apyri @4 $1 B,
Awvipy i ® Biyp At = Aip, @ pB' = yith A BpY, (11.21)

ARy, vy © B, v +m < 1 — gun Aip, v © By Pk

= Aty @ Buphy +m 0 — gmnArty @ BF o,

ARy Am @ BIyp v+ m 10— g APp,7 ® Blyep

= Podin @ P B +m & n— gunth A © p B,

Aoy @ BIip v+ m o 1 = grn A7 © By,

= Aty @ ¥ By +m 0 — gunArthy ® ¥ BF,

ARipym © BIyp, v +m 1 — gun Ayp,7 © Blygp v =

= Yol @ By +m & 1 — g PoAr @ BF B, (11.22)

2 . , . .

- [4i p1 ¥’ ® BjmmB1' + Aib1 627 15 @ Bjv, 17" 5] (11.23)
— iy ® BB — 7 Anys @ 1 Blys = 7idAn @ BAY +vidnys @ By s,

3 [Ai%?‘ﬂj ® B otV + Aivn oy Vs ® B; Iéﬂfﬂi%}

= 1t Ai @7 By, — BoAiys @ V' Buys = Aoi @ 7' Bn + A¥ayivs @ 7' Bays.

Do |
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11.2 Parametrization of leading-twist matrix elements

Let us first consider matrix elements of operators without 5. The standard parametrization
of quark TMDs reads (see e.g. Ref. [64]))

1 —iare+i(k,x "
167r3/df”~d%”L e e DL (Ald) (e, 1 )75 (0)]A) (11.24)
2m3
= P (0 k) + R F{ (oo ke) + 05 =2 £ (o ),
1

mg/ dved?ay e DL (A p(@a,21 )07 (0)|4) = mye (a,ky)

for quark distributions in the projectile and

1 —toxe+i(k,x -
167r3/d$-d2% e T T L (Al (0)7# 1) (e, 1) |A) (11.25)
_ _ 2m2 B
= — i (o ky) — B FL (s kr) — ph =2 (o, k),
1

167r3/ dwad?sy e 0o DL (A (0)gp(wa, 1) A) = mye (a,k1)

for the antiquark distributions. 7

The corresponding matrix elements for the target are obtained by trivial replacements
D1 <> D2, Te > x4 and o > [:

1 —ifx«t+i(k,x s
To53 | dwsdiwr e P (Bl (e, 1)y (0) ) (11.26)
2m3
= 5T (B ko) + KT8, ko) + oy =2 (8. kL),
1

toms [P €L Bl (o 0y O)|B) = maved (3.,

and

1 —iBx«+i(k,x n
167r3/d$*d2$L e~ PR (Bl (0)y#4) g (w4, 1) | B) (11.27)
= - 29m2,
= —phfl(BkL) — KN FL(B kL) — P L (B, kL),

/ d, ey e DL (B (O0)y (., 21)|B) = myed (B.kL).

1
1673

Matrix elements of operators with ~5 are parametrized as follows:

1 —taxe+i(k,x " . 7
1 —taxe+i(k,x " . i =
T3 [ dweday e e DL (A (0 51y (e, w1 )| A) = — ey, ik'gF (kL)
(11.28)

In an arbitrary gauge, there are gauge links to —oo as displayed in eq. (5.9).
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The corresponding matrix elements for the target are obtained by trivial replacements
D1 > P2, Te <> Ty and « <> [ similarly to eq. (11.27).
The parametrization of time-odd Boer-Mulders TMDs are

1

167r3/d113.d23:1_ e*’iax.‘i”i(k,ﬂf)L (A’f(/;f (33., $J_)0'/Wwf(0)|A>

1 14
miN(kim — p o )hip(es k)

2m y
+ TN(p’pr —p > v)hy(a, k)

2m
+ SRS — e )by (asky),

1 —itaxre+i(k,r o v
167r3/ daod®ey e DL (A (0)0" by (wa, 21 )| A)
1 v - 2m Y _
= = m(kipl s V)hi_f(aa kl) - TN( ;pr Rl V)hf(a,kj_)
2m _
- TN (K s — i v)hgp(e kL) (11.29)

and similarly for the target with usual replacements p1 <> p2, e <> T4 and a <> 5.

Note that the coefficients in front of fs, g]%, h and h3 in eqs. (11.24), (11.26), (11.28),
and (11.29) contain an extra % since ph enters only through the direction of gauge link so
the result should not depend on rescaling ps — Apo. For this reason, these functions do not
contribute to W(q) in our approximation.

Last but not least, an important point in our analysis is that any f(x, k) may have
only logarithmic dependence on Bjorken x but not the power dependence ~ % Indeed,
the low-x behavior of TMDs is determined by pomeron exchange with the nucleon. The
interaction of TMD with BFKL pomeron is specified by so-called impact factor and it is
easy to check that the impact factors for all leading-twist TMDs are similar and do not give
extra % factors. The only % may had come from some unfortunate definition of TMD which
includes factor s artificially, but from power counting (5.11) we see that all definitions of

leading-twist TMDs do not have such factors.

11.3 Matrix elements of quark-quark-gluon operators

In this section we will demonstrate that matrix elements of quark-antiquark-gluon operators

from section 6 can be expressed in terms of leading-power matrix elements from section 11.2.

First, let us note that operators é and % in Egs. (4.13) are replaced by +- and :ti

Qq
in forward matrix elements. Indeed,

/da:. e~ % (B(z4, 2, )T ¥(0)) (11.30)

o+ 1€

0
_ % / dr. /_ ol e (@ )T(, 0 = ai / dze e~ (B (30,2, )TH(0)) 4

q

where ®(z,,7) can be 1) (ze,71) or ¥(ze,z1)Ai(7e, 21 ) and T’ can be any y-matrix. Sim-
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ilarly,

[ e (G2 e )OONA = - [ G2 TRO)a (1130

[ e (D T O = o [ G 2T
where ®(xe, 21 ) can be (e, 21 ) or A;(ze, 21 )i(xe, 21 ). We need also

[ e () OBz = o [dr e GO )

[dw o GO lz b= - qu Ay €77 (B(0)Tt(za, 1)) 4 (11.32)

The corresponding formulas for target matrix elements are obtained by substitution a <+ 3
(and xe <> ).

Next, we will use QCD equation of motion to reduce quark-quark-gluon TMDs to
leading-twist TMDs (see Ref. [20]). Let us start with matrix element

/ dredzy e ™ T RDL(Ap(zy, 21 )P, Ai(e, 1 )1(0)|A) (11.33)
_ / daeday e P HED (A (2g, 21 ) Alze, 2L )p, it (0)] A)
= / dzedr | e avetilkz)L
X (A (e, 20 )1 po it (0)]A) + i (Al (e, 21) DL i (0) A)].
Using QCD equations of motion (4.1) we can rewrite the r.h.s. of eq. (11.33) as
/ dreda e 9™ DL AW (e, 21 )| po1ith (0)|A) + aq(Al(ze, 1 )p, P, 7t (0)] A)]
= / daaday e~ o0 H 0 (A (ve, 2 )P0 (O)|A) + ags (Ald(ze,1)710(0)]4)

— ieih? (Al (ze, 1 )p,750(0)|A) + igaez’j<f4|1/_)($n ﬂu)Wj%Tﬁ(OﬂAﬁ
= - k:,-87r3sf1(aq, k1) + 87T38aqki [fL(ozq, ki)+ gJ‘(aq, kL)} , (11.34)

where we used parametrizations (11.24) and (11.28) for the leading power matrix elements.
Now, the second term in eq. (11.34) contains extra o, with respect to the first term 8

, so it should be neglected in our kinematical region s > Q2 > qﬁ_ and we get

1 . . _ y

= / dredz ) e am RN L AW (g, 21 )p, Aj(wa, 21 )37 (0)] A) (11.35)
1 —itagre+i(k,r o

= 53, / dredzy e T EDL AW A (e, 21 )p, 30! (0)]A) = — kif{ (g, k1)

18 As discussed in the end of Sect. 11.2, all leading-twist TMDs can have only logarithmic dependence on
Bjorken x (which is here either a4 for the projectile or B4 for the target matrix elements).
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By complex conjugation

1 . .
3735 / da dwe e~ 00T DL (A (20, 1) Ai (0)p,1£(0)] A) (11.36)
= 87:3 dzedz | e —iogreti(k, z)L<A‘¢f(x., xJ-)%p?Aw (0)|A) = — kz‘flf(Oéq, k).

For the corresponding antiquark distributions we get

o [ daydry O (A (0) A, )p (e, )| A)
— 87:38/d$0d1l6 iagreti(k,r) [ <A|¢( )’yinkLlD(Janu’UL)‘A)
*i<A|¢7(0)%zﬁQJDw(fc.,xL)IAﬂ = —kifif(ag kL) (11.37)
and
&rlgs/dm_dx. e*mqm'ﬂ(k’xh<A|1;f(0)?2121i(0)wf(1’0711)|A> = —kiﬁf(ozq,ku_). (11.38)

The corresponding target matrix elements are obtained by trivial replacements x, <> .,
oq +» By and Py < Py
Next, let us consider

87:38/611"'de e—iaqﬂc.-l-i(k,z)L(AMZ(l'.,xl)pzé{(x.,xL)w(O”A) (11.39)

_ 1 /de.d»fJ_ efiaqx.Jri(k,x)J_
8m3s

x (A1 (e, )R p 0 (O A4) + (Al (e, 1) DL p,0(0)|4)].

Using QCD equation of motion and parametrization (11.29), one can rewrite the r.h.s. of
this equation as

8% / dvode, e ioawetilla)L {<A\¢(x.,m);é% (0)|4) +aq<A\1ﬁ(x.,xL)ppow(O)\A)]
2
= Z::“Vhl (o, k1) + agmn [e(a, k1) +ih(a, k1)]. (11.40)

Again, only the first term contributes in our kinematical region so we finally get

k7
5y [ drade s e T A (A2 O)4) = iy k)
(11.41)

8735

By complex conjugation we obtain

1
8m3s

2
[ e D A1 ), AW O)14) = (g )
(11.42)
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For corresponding antiquark distributions one gets in a similar way

1 _k27

R / dredy e o u D ARG O)p, A(we, 20)0 (va,21)|A) = i~ hip(ag, k),
1 tagreti(k,x) ,k‘27

= / dredz e o 10D (AL ()p, A0)0 (e, 21)]A) = i=Zhip(ag, ko).

(11.43)

The target matrix elements are obtained by usual replacements x. <+ o, g < 3, and

Po < Py

Finally, we need

1 /dl’.dﬂfj_ o iaqteti(ka) L <A|¢(x.7xl)4{(x.,xJ_)pr{(O)K/J(O)‘A)

8m3s

_ 87:33/deL o—iqai(he) L (AW(JU.,:UQ(%L%-MD)%(%L P)(0)]4)
2
= Jé#gfl(%’ﬂ) + O(ay, By) (11.44)

and similarly

! drodz, e @ THRDL (A2, 21 ) A0, 1 ) 0w A(0)1)(0)|A)

835
1 -
= W/dx°dxi o—iaqTeti(k,z) | <A|¢(x.,a:l)(h+z‘zp)a*i(h_ijp)¢(o)|A>
1 kK2
= 1o hag kL) + Olag, ) (11.45)

For corresponding antiquark distributions we get

% dreday e o LA (0)A(0)p, A(ze, 21 )1h(xe, 71 )| A)

K2
—Fjrgfl(aq,kl) + O(ayg, By)

— / dzadz) e HED L A (ze, 1) A(e, 21 )i A(0)(0)]A)

1 kik?
= 153, Mlag kL) + Olag, By) (11.46)

Also, as we saw in Sect. 6.2.3, at the leading order in N, there is one quark-antiquark-
gluon operator that does not reduce to twist-2 distributions. It can be parametrized as
follows (cf. Eq. (11.43))

1 2 , 1
T [ doeday emiewitbo <Ay¢f x.,xl)[A( Jouj — 50554k (2)]17(0)|4)

1 2

. - 1
Lo [ daedto L e (A1 ) A0); — 5 A" 0wk O (s 1) 14)

1 1-
= — (kikj + 5gikt) — R (ko) (11.47)

and similarly for the target matrix elements.
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11.4 Parametrization of TMDs from section 7.1

We parametrize TMDs from section 7.1 as follows

1 —iaxe+i(k,x e " 2 . n
SWBS/dszdﬂf. eiazetilk, )L/_ood«’U/JAW(fUnSUL)?[F*i(o) + iv5F4i (0)] ¢ (g, 21 )] A)
= kz]l «, kJ_)

. . Ze _ 2 -

/dQZL’J_d.T eza:}:.Jrz(k,x)J_/ d.fcl.<A|¢(.CC.,xJ_)fQ [F*Z(O) — 175F*Z(O)}1/J(a;’,,xj_)\A)
= kij?(aakL)v
i oy eonri®a [ (A3 20 22 [Fi(0) - 955 0)] a2 1) 1)
871'38 T]0Te € . Lo Loy L] s *7 VY5 L %4 Loy, L]
— kijl(avkL)v

1 —iare+i(k,x e " 2 . n
— &z dz € oti(k, )L/ d[E/.<A|1/J([E/.,$J_)f2[F*i(O) +175F*i(0)]w(x.,xL)\A)
= kija(a, k1) (11.48)

By complex conjugation we get

. . 0 _ 2 -
% dsz_dxo e—zozz.-i—z(k,z)L/ d.%'/. <A|¢($/., OL)fZ[Fﬂ(x) - 2’75F*z(x)]1/)(0)|14>1

= kijf(avki_)a

o [rsars e [ (15,00 P2 [Fate) + P01
8m3s oo *’ s UM *

= kij;(a?kl_)a

) ) 0 _ 2
d?z | dx, e_’ax'“(’“xh/ dxl, (Al(0) e

- kij{(aakL)a
- 2 —itazeti(k,r) 2?2 /
i [P, e [ A0 22 [Pow) — ins o) 00 0,)14)

= kij5(a, k). (11.49)

Note that unlike two-quark matrix elements, quark-quark-gluon ones may have imaginary
parts.

Target matrix elements are obtained by usual substitutions a <+ 5, p, <> p,, Te > Ts,
and Fy; <> F;.

For completeness let us present the explicit form of the gauge links in an arbitrary
gauge:

QZ(:U,M:UJ_)F*'L(O)w(:UMxJ_) — Qﬁ(xlova_)[x/ov_OO°]$['$L7OJ-]*OO. (1150)

X [_OO" O}OL F*Z(O)[Ov _OO.]OL [OLv xL]—OOo [—OO., :EO]xw(x') xL)'

— 62 —



11.5 Gluon power corrections from J%(z)J4,(0) terms

There is one more type of contributions proportional to the product of quark and gluon
TMDs

+ B ea@)] (B 077 0a0)] + [a@nE: @] [faO0r'E:0)]),  (1151)

where we neglected terms which cannot contribute to W due to the reason discussed after
eq. (7.3), i.e. that one hadron (“A” or “B”) cannot produce the DY pair on its own.
Let us consider the first term in the r.h.s of this equation

Wi(z) = (A, B|[E1(2)v.0a(2)] [$4(0)7,E1(0)]|A, B) (11.52)

92

-1 n 1 ai aj
= - m((ﬂf&)(33)%]2)2%1/1(@@5(0)%%%a¢(0)>A<A (2)A%(0)) B
To estimate the magnitude of this contribution, first note that
/ dz. e (B|A%(z) A(0)|B) (11.53)

= dr, e Zﬁqg”*/ dx/ doy (B|Fg (), z1)F;(x),01)|B)

_ 5242/(195* “Wa (B|F& (2, 2, ) FS ;i (0)|B)

= — ﬁ1q87T2a5 ['Dg(/@q,lj_) + %(282'8]' + gz‘jai?'[g(ﬁq,xl)]
where we used parametrization (3.26) from Ref. [29]. Since the gluon TMDs Dy (zp,x )
and Hy(Bq, z1 ) behave only logarithmically as xp — 0 [62], the contribution of eq. (11.52)
to W(q) is of order of % 7o < Q2 . (As discussed in Ref. [29], the projectile TMD in the
r.hes. of eq. (11.52) does not give qu after Fourier transformation). Also, this contribution
is ~ N%: with respect to our leading terms.

2
Similarly, all other terms in eq. (11.51) are either % or % times NLC so they can be

neglected. 19
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