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We investigate the feasibility of exploring the gluon transverse-momentum-dependent distribution
functions (TMDs) inside a longitudinally polarized nucleon. We utilize quarkonium production
via the color-octet mechanism combined with TMD formalism in semi-inclusive deeply inelastic
scattering (SIDIS) at low transverse momentum as a tool to access polarized gluon TMDs. The
corresponding cross-section of the process is expressed in terms of gluon TMDs and non-relativistic
QCD matrix elements. We provide the expressions for the sin 2ϕ azimuthal asymmetries of J/ψ
production in SIDIS with a unpolarized beam colliding on longitudinally polarized nucleon. The
asymmetry is contributed by the time-reversal-odd gluon TMD h⊥ g

1L (x,p2
T ). The maximum possible

asymmetry deduced from the positivity bound is sizable and could be measured. We also estimate
the double longitudinal spin asymmetry ALL of J/ψ production using a spectator model result for
gg1L(x,p

2
T ).

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of the 3-dimensional partonic structure of
nucleons has gained significant interests [1–5]. The corre-
sponding knowledge is encoded in the transverse momen-
tum dependent parton distribution functions (TMDs) of
quarks and gluon. TMDs contain not only the informa-
tion of the light-cone momentum fraction x, but also the
transverse motion pT of partons inside a nucleon. Cer-
tain TMDs can be aroused from the correlation between
spin and partonic transverse momenta, and give rise to
single-spin asymmetries [6–11] in high-energy process.
Furthermore, TMDs reflects nontrivial QCD dynamics
due to the gauge-link structure [12] of their operator def-
initions, which leads to their process dependence, such
as the sign change of time-reversal-odd (T-odd) TMDs
between SIDIS and Drell-Yan processes [13].

Recently the quark TMDs have been extensively stud-
ied by theoretical approaches as well as experimental
measurement. On the contrary, the gluon TMDs [3] are
almost unknown from experimental aspects. This is be-
cause the processes sensitive to gluon require high energy
collision and gluon TMDs are difficult to disentangle from
the contributions of quark TMDs. Theoretically and phe-
nomenologically, several gluon TMDs were explored in
literature. The unpolarized gluon TMD fg1 (x,p

2
T ) and

the linearly polarized gluon distribution inside an unpo-

larized nucleon h⊥ g
1 (x,p2

T ) have been calculated in the
context of the small x physics [15, 16]. Proposals to mea-

sure h⊥ g
1 (x,p2

T ) have been suggested through jet [17, 18]
or heavy quark pair production [17, 19] in ep/pp collision
and heavy quarkonia [20, 21] production. Meanwhile,
the unpolarized TMD gluon distribution has been ex-
tracted [22] from LHCb data on the transverse spectra of
J/ψ pairs by assuming a Gaussian shape. Regarding the
naive time-reversal-odd (T-odd) gluon TMDs, the gluon
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Sivers function [6, 23] has been studied by model calcu-
lations [24–26] and phenomenological studies [27–30].

In Refs. [31], the process ep → e′QQ̄X has been ex-

plored to access the gluon TMDs f⊥g1T , h⊥,g1 , hg1 and h⊥g1T
at an Electron-Ion Collider (EIC). Different azimuthal
asymmetries have been defined to single out certain gluon
TMD. Recently, the feasibility to access gluon TMDs via
azimuthal asymmetries in the processes of J/ψ [32, 33] or
Υ [32] production off unpolarized or transversely polar-
ized target has been explored. Apart from giving access

to the gluon TMDs f⊥g1T , h⊥,g1 , hg1 and h⊥g1T , the study
also provides a new method to extract specific color-octet
NRQCD long-distance matrix elements. In this work, we
present a comprehensive analysis on the e+p→ e′J/ψX
process with the electron or the proton target either lon-
gitudinally polarized or unpolarized. Similar to Ref. [32],
in this analysis we adopt TMD framework in combina-
tion with nonrelativistic QCD (NRQCD) [34–36]. It is
notable that color-octet diagrams and color-singlet dia-
grams contribute to quarkonia differential cross-sections
at the same order [37]. A quarkonium is primarily the
interaction between the heavy quark Q and its antiquark
Q̄ in a bound state. In the initial analysis, the color-
octet amplitude was hypothesized to have two parts:
a short-distance component and a long-distance com-
ponent that contains all the non-perturbative QCD ef-
fects. The long-distance component was measured in
non-relativistic wave function or its derivatives. The
primary benefit of NRQCD is the capacity to differen-
tiate between various order contributions. The produc-
tion cross-sections can be calculated systematically to
any preferred order in both the strong coupling constant
and the velocity [38, 39].

Specifically, we provide the expressions for the az-
imuthal asymmetry of J/ψ production in SIDIS with a
unpolarized beam colliding on longitudinally polarized
nucleon. The T-odd parton distributions on TMDs are
significant in giving rise to the azimuthal asymmetries [6].

The gluon TMD h⊥ g
1L , often referred to as the gluon

Kotzinian-Mulders function, is a vital element in this con-
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text. h⊥ g
1L denotes the linearly polarization of the gluon

inside a longitudinally proton and has seldom been ex-
plored in literature. It gives rise to the sin 2ϕT azimuthal
asymmetry in the process, with ϕT the azimuthal angle
between the transverse momentum of the J/ψ and the
lepton plane. We also estimate the double longitudinal
spin asymmetry ALL of J/ψ production using a spectator
model result for gg1L [40].
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In

Section. II, we present the operator definition of the
gluon TMDs and introduce the spectator model. In Sec-
tion. III, a QCD analysis of the production of a heavy
quarkonium is presented, including the derivation of the
amplitude of the S-wave and P-wave states in the par-
tonic subprocess. In Section. IV the cross-section of J/ψ
production in polarized SIDIS is derived by incorporat-
ing the contribution of the antisymmetric component of
the leptonic tensor. In Section. V, we conduct a numer-
ical study that utilizes the positivity bound to evaluate
the sin 2ϕT azimuthal asymmetry in the kinematic range
accessible at EIC. We summarize the work in Section. VI.

II. GLUON TMDS

In order to connect the partons involved in a hard scat-
tering process to the corresponding hadrons in the final
or initial state, it is customary to use parton-parton cor-
relation functions as the soft part of the process [1–5].
In particular, the gluon TMDs can be defined by using
the following gluon-gluon correlator within a non-light-
like interval. Since only the soft parts integrated over the
momentum component k− are considered in this process,
one can define:

Γµν(x,pT ) =

∫
dξ−d2ξT e

ip·ξ⟨P, S|F+µ(0)U(0, ξ)

× F+ν(ξ)|P, S⟩|ξ+=0 . (1)

The variables in this equation are denoted as follows:
P and S are the momentum and spin of the hadron,
respectively, whereas p is the momentum of the gluon.

The gluon-gluon correlator depends on the momentum
fraction x, the transverse momentum pT , as well as the
momentum and spin of the target. It is convenient to
project the correlator on the basis of transverse tensors
and vectors and parameterize it using gluon TMDs [3].
The correlator can be further categorized based on the
type of hadron spin dependency: unpolarized (O), longi-
tudinally polarized (L), and transversely polarized (T).
This leads to:

ΓµνO =
x

2

[
−gµνT fg1

(
x,p2

T

)
+

{
pµT p

ν
T

M2
p

+ gµνT
p2
T

2M2
p

}
h⊥ g
1

(
x,p2

T

)]
, (2)

in leading twist, where fg1
(
x,p2

T

)
is the TMD unpolar-

ized distribution, and h⊥ g
1

(
x,p2

T

)
is the distribution of

linearly polarized gluons. And

ΓµνL =
x

2

[
−iϵµνT SLg

g
1L

(
x,p2

T

)
+
ϵ
pT {i
T p

j}
T

2M2
p

SLh
⊥ g
1L

(
x,p2

T

)]
. (3)

Here, g1L
(
x,p2

T

)
represents the difference of the num-

bers of gluons with opposite circular polarization in a

longitudinally polarized nucleon; h⊥ g
1L

(
x,p2

T

)
is the gluon

Kotzinian-Mulders function representing the linearly po-
larization of the gluon in a longitudinally polarized nu-
cleon. Finally, in the transverse basis, the projection
reads

ΓµνT =
x

2

[
−gµνT

ϵpTST

T

Mp
f⊥ g
1T

(
x,p2

T

)
− iϵµνT

pT · ST
Mp

gg1T
(
x,p2

T

)
+
ϵ
pT {µ
T p

ν}
T

2M2
p

pT · ST
Mp

h⊥ g
1T

(
x,p2

T

)
+
ϵ
pT {µ
T S

ν}
T + ϵ

ST {µ
T p

ν}
T

4Mp

[
hg1T

(
x,p2

T

)
− p2

T

2M2
p

h⊥ g
1T

(
x,p2

T

)]]
, (4)

where gg1T
(
x,p2

T

)
represents the difference of the num-

bers of gluons with opposite circular polarization in a lon-

gitudinally polarized nucleon, f⊥ g
1T

(
x,p2

T

)
is the gluon

sivers function, while hg1T
(
x,p2

T

)
and h⊥ g

1T

(
x,p2

T

)
are

chiral-even distributions of linearly polarized gluons in-
side a transversely polarized nucleon. Among the eight

leading-twist gluon TMDs, f⊥ g
1T , h⊥ g

1L , hg1T and h⊥ g
1T are

T-odd.
In our calculation the involved gluon TMDs are

fg1 (x,p
2
T ), h

⊥ g
1L and gg1L. In order to predict relevant ob-

servables for gluon TMDs, we adopt the spectator model
results from Ref. [40]. The model is based on the as-
sumption that a nucleon can emit a gluon, and that what
remains after the emission is treated as a single spectator
particle. The model expression for a generic gluon TMD
Γg

(
x,p2

T

)
weighing on the spectral function ρX reads:

F g(x,p2
T ) =

∫ ∞

Mp

dMXρX (MX) F̂ g
(
x,p2

T ;MX

)
. (5)

Apart form the model results , model independent con-
straints such as the positivity bounds can be applied on

the gluon TMDs. For gg1L
(
x,p2

T

)
and h⊥ g

1L

(
x,p2

T

)
, the

following bounds [3, 41]∣∣gg1L (
x,p2

T

)∣∣ ≤ fg1
(
x,p2

T

)
. (6)

p2
T

2M2
p

∣∣∣h⊥ g
1L

(
x,p2

T

)∣∣∣ ≤ fg1
(
x,p2

T

)
. (7)

can be derived from the positivity of the correspond-
ing matrix elements for the distribution functions in the
gluon spin ⊗ nucleon spin space established in Ref. [3].
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III. J/ψ PRODUCTION IN NRQCD
FRAMEWORK

We consider the electroproduction of J/ψ in lon-
gitudinally polarized SIDIS by including the color-
octet contributions from the various partial wave states
(cc̄)8(

2S+1LJ). At the partonic level, the relevant sub-
process is γ∗(q) + g(p) → J/ψ(PQ), where the state
(cc̄)8(

2S+1LJ) evolves into a physical J/ψ by absorbing

soft gluons at the long distance scale [42]. As pointed out
in Ref. [43], the color-singlet contribution is relatively
suppressed by a perturbative coefficient of order αs/π
compared to the color-octet one. Within the framework
of NRQCD, the scattering amplitudes at leading order for
partonic processes γ∗(q)+g(p) → cc̄(PQ) contributing to
e+p→ e′J/ψX can be obtained using the approaches in
Refs. [20, 32], while the long distance parts are treated

as parameters ⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (2S+1LJ)|0⟩. The amplitudes of

parton processes can be evaluated from [32]:

Aµν [1S
(8)
0 ](q, p) =

1

4

√
CS,0
2MQ

Tr[Oµν(0)(/PQ −MQ)γ
5] , (8)

Aµν [3S
(8)
1 ](q, p) =

1

4

√
CS,1
2MQ

Tr[Oµν(0)(/PQ −MQ)/εsz ] , (9)

Aµν [1P
(8)
1 ](q, p) = −i

√
3CP,0

8NcMQ
Tr[(Oµν(0)/εLz

/PQ
MQ

+ εαLz
Oµνα (0)

/PQ −MQ

2
)γ5] , (10)

Aµν [3P
(8)
0 ](q, p) =

i

2

√
CP,0

2NcMQ
Tr[−3Oµν(0) + (γαOµνα (0)−

/PQP
α
QO

µν
α (0)

M2
Q

)
/PQ −MQ

2
] , (11)

Aµν [3P
(8)
1 ](q, p) =

1

4

√
3CP,1
NcMQ

ϵαβρσ
P ρQ
MQ

εσJz (PQ)Tr[γ
αOβµν(0)

/PQ −MQ

2
+Oµν(0)

/PQ
MQ

γαγβ ] , (12)

Aµν [3P
(8)
2 ](q, p) = i

√
3CP,2

8NcMQ
εαβJz (PQ)Tr[γαO

µν
β (0)

/PQ −MQ

2
] , (13)

where Oµν(0) ≡ Oµν(q, p, 0, PQ) and Oµνα (0) ≡
Oµνα (q, p, 0, PQ) with

Oµν(q, p, k, PQ) = −
√
2δab

eecgs
2(M2

Q +Q2)

×
[
γµ(/p− /q + 2/k +MQ)γ

ν

−γν(/p− /q − 2/k −MQ)γ
µ
]
. (14)

Oµνα =
∂

∂kα
Oµν(q, p, k, PQ)|k=0 , (15)

calculated at leading order in perturbative QCD. Here, k
is half of the relative momentum of the outgoing quark-
antiquark pair and we consider the SU(3) color-octet pro-
jector We use the shorthand notation

CS,J =
1

2J + 1
⟨0|OJ/ψ

8 (2S+1LJ)|0⟩

By employing substitutions, we can perform a summa-
tion over the J/ψ spin states, some useful relations for
polarization vectors can be adopted [44]. Using εµJz to
denote the polarization vector for a bound state with to-
tal angular momentum J = 1, the following polarization

sum is satisfied

1∑
Jz=−1

εµJzε
∗ν
Jz = −gµν +

PµQP
ν
Q

M2
Q

≡ Pµν , (16)

with PQ the four-momentum of the state and MQ the
mass. Finally, for a J = 2 system, the summation of the
polarization tensors EµνJz yields

2∑
Jz=−2

εµνJz ε
∗αβ
Jz

=
1

2
[PµαPνβ + PµβPνα]− 1

3
PµνPαβ .

(17)

IV. DIFFERENTIAL CROSS-SECTION FOR J/ψ
PRODUCTION IN LONGITUDINALLY

POLARIZED SIDIS

We will use the light-cone coordinate system, in which
a vector aµ is expressed as aµ = (a+, a−, a⃗T ). By means
of the symmetric and antisymmetric transverse projec-
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tors, we introduce

gµνT = gµν − Pµnν

P · n
− P νnµ

P · n
, (18)

ϵµνT =
ϵαβµνPαnβ

P · n
. (19)

We choose the reference frame such that both the vir-
tual photon exchanged in the reaction and the incoming
proton move along the ẑ− axis. Azimuthal angle ϕT is
defined respect to the lepton scattering plane, such that
ϕℓ = ϕℓ′ = 0. The calculation follows the same lines of
Ref. [32]. The light-like vectors n+ and n− satisfy the
relation n2+ = n2− = 0 and n+ · n− = 1, so we can write
the four-momenta P and q as

P = n+ +
M2
p

2
n− ≈ n+ , (20)

q = −xBn+ +
Q2

2xB
n− ≈ −xBn+ + (P · q)n− , (21)

where Q2 = −q2 and xB is Bjorken variable,Mp is the
mass of the proton. The four-momenta of the leptons
are expanded in terms of P = n+ and n = n− = (q +

xBP )/P · q by performing a Sudakov decomposition:

ℓ =
1− y

y
xBP +

1

y

Q2

2xB
n+

√
1− y

y
Qℓ̂⊥ , (22)

ℓ′ =
1

y
xBP +

1− y

y

Q2

2xB
n+

√
1− y

y
Qℓ̂⊥ , (23)

where y denotes the inelasticity variable y = P · q/P ·
ℓ. The invariant mass of the electron-target system is
s = (P + ℓ)2 = 2P · ℓ, while the virtual photon-target
invariant mass square is defined as W 2 = (P + q)2 =
Q2(1 − xB)/xB . For the four momentum of the initial
gluon p and the final quarkonium state Q we have

p = xP + pT = (p · P − xM2
p )n ≈ xP + pT , (24)

PQ = z(P · q)n+
M2

Q + P 2
QT

2zP · q
P + PQT , (25)

with z = PQ · P/q · P and P 2
QT = −P 2

QT .

After introducing the matrix elements Γg of the corre-
lator for the gluon field strengths, the differential cross
section can be written as

dσ =
1

2s

d3ℓ′

(2π)32E′
ℓ

d3PQ

(2π)32EQ

∫
dxd2pT (2π)

4δ4(q + p− PQ)
1

x2Q4
Lµρ(ℓ, q)Γgνσ(x,pT )H

µν
γ∗g→QH

∗ρσ
γ∗g→Q . (26)

The function Hµν represents the scattering amplitude of
the γ∗g → J/ψ process. The momentum conservation
delta function can be expressed as

(2π)4δ4(q + p− PQ) =
2

ys
δ

(
x− xB −

M2
Q + P 2

QT
yzs

)
× δ(1− z)δ2(pT − PQT ) , (27)

corresponding to unpolarized and longitudinally polar-
ized lepton beams, respectively. The leptonic tensor Lµν
can be decomposed into a symmetric and an antisym-
metric part under µ ↔ ν interchange. Therefore, the
leptonic tensor L(ℓ, q) is given by:

Lµν(ℓ, q) = e2
[
−gµνQ2 + 2 (ℓµℓ′nu + ℓνℓ′µ)

]
+ 2ie2ϵµνℓℓ

′
.

(28)

We present the cross sections for this process where
the lepton beam or the nucleon target is longitudinally
polarized or unpolarized with respect to the direction
of its three momentum in the photon-proton center-of-
mass frame. Lepton tensors are either asymmetric or
symmetric, and the polarization state of the initial proton
can also be considered. The polarization of the J/ψ is
not considered. We use this notation:

dσP1P2

dydxBd2qT
≡ dσP1P2(ϕT ) , (29)

where the superscript P1 = U/L denotes whether lep-
tonic tensor is symmetrical or not, the superscript P2 =
U/T/L refers to the possible polarization states of the
initial proton. dσUU and dσUT can be found in Ref. [32].
Within these approximations, the final cross-sections
read:

dσUL = N|SL|
p2
T

M2
p

BLh⊥ g
1L (x,p2

T ) sin 2ϕT , (30)

dσLU = 0 , (31)

dσLT = 0 , (32)

dσLL = N CL ∆g1L(x,p
2
T ) , (33)

where ϕT in Eq. (30) is the azimuthal angle between the
transverse momentum of the J/ψ and the lepton plane.
The normalization factor N is given by

N = (2π)2
α2αseQ

yQ2MQ(M2
Q +Q2)

, (34)

where eQ is the fractional electric charge of the quark Q.
The explicit expression of the terms BL, CL can be found
in Appendix.
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FIG. 1. Left: upper bound on the asymmetry AUL as function of y at Q2 = 1, 5, 10 GeV2. Right: upper bound on the
asymmetry AUL as function of Q at y = 0.3, 0.5, 0.7.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we present the numerical results for
the experimental observables in the J/ψ production in
longitudinally polarized DIS. The mass of J/ψ is set
to be MJ/ψ = 3.1 GeV, while the mass of the charm
quark is assumed to be MQ = MJ/ψ/2. To ob-
tain numerical estimates for the asymmetries, various
sets of extractions of the color-octet LDMEs for J/ψ
are available, which are derived from fits to TEVA-
TRON, RHIC, and LHC data. In this study, we adopt
the SV set based on a leading-order calculation [45].
Since both of the color-octet matrix elements are posi-
tive, one has ⟨0|O8J/ψ(1S0)|0⟩ = 1.8 × 10−2GeV3 and
⟨0|O8J/ψ(1P0)|0⟩/M2

c = 1.8× 10−2GeV3.
The cross section of the process possesses various az-

imuthal modulations, these modulations can be used
to extract information about the ratio of different
TMDs [32]. Therefore, we define the following azimuthal
moments in J/ψ production in SIDIS:

AW (ϕT ) ≡ 2

∫
dϕTW (ϕT )dσ(ϕT )∫

dϕT dσ(ϕT )
, (35)

where dσ(ϕT ) = dσUU + dσUL. By taking W = sin 2ϕT
we obtain

AUL =
∣∣Asin2ϕT

∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∣ p2
T

M2
p

BL

AU
h⊥ g
1L (x,p2

T )

fg1 (x,p
2
T )

∣∣∣∣∣ . (36)

It is worth noting that the angular structures and TMDs
they probe are analogous to the case in transversely po-
larized proton [32, 33], where cos2ϕT plays the role of
sin2ϕT .
In order to single out gg1L(x, p

2
T ), we define the follow-

ing azimuthal moment

ALL =

∫
dϕT dσ

LL∫
ddϕT dσUU

=
CL

AU
gg1L(x,p

2
T )

fg1 (x,p
2
T )

. (37)

For the gluon unpolarized TMD fg1 (x,p
2
T ) and the he-

licity TMD gg1L(x,p
2
T ), we adopt the recent spectator

model result from Ref. [40]. As for the T-odd gluon

TMD h⊥ g
1L (x,p2

T ), Since there is no any experimental nor
theoretical information, in the calculation we apply the
positivity bound in Eq. (7) for it, corresponding to the
maximum value of the asymmetry.
In Fig. 1, we plot the sin 2ϕT azimuthal asymmetry

AUL in the process e− + p→ → e− + J/ψ + X. The
left panel shows the asymmetry as a function of y at
Q2 = 1, 5, 10 GeV2, while the right one denotes the
asymmetry vs Q at y = 0.3, 0.5, 0.7. As mentioned
above, this result corresponds to the upper limit of the
asymmetry. The asymmetry has the maximum value at
y = 0 and it decreases with increasing y. On the other
hand, the asymmetry vanishes in the region Q ∼ 3.1
GeV2, due to the kinematical factor BL which depends
on Q. One can also find that this asymmetry is sizable
in the smaller and higher Q regions.
In Fig. 2, we plot the double spin asymmetry ALL in

the process e−
→

+ p→ → J/ψ +X in which the J/ψ are
unpolarized. The left panel and right panels show the
asymmetry as a function of y and Q, respectively. We
find that in this result the asymmetry is positive since in
the spectator model gg1L(x,p

2
T ) is positive. The asymme-

try increases with increasing y or Q.
We note that a measurement of the ratio

Asin 2ϕT /Acos 2ϕT would directly probe the relative

magnitude of h⊥,g1L /h
⊥ g
1 , since the ratio

Asin 2ϕT

Acos 2ϕT
=
h⊥ g
1L (x,p2

T )

h⊥ g
1 (x,p2

T )
. (38)

The measurement of the ratio can be used to evaluate
the precision on the prediction of gluon TMDs.

Finally, we would like to comment the role of h⊥ g
1L in

azimuthal asymmetries in high-energy processes. In our
calculation we have not determine the sign of the sin 2ϕT
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FIG. 2. Left: ALL asymmetry in double longitudinally polarized SIDIS as function of y at Q2 = 1 GeV2, 5 GeV2 and 10 GeV2,
respectively. Right: ALL asymmetry in double longitudinally polarized SIDIS as function of Q at y = 0.3, 0.5, 0.7, respectively.

asymmetry since we apply the positivity bound for h⊥ g
1L .

It would be interesting to measure the sign of the asym-

metry in order to constrain the sign of h⊥ g
1L . Furthermore,

as h⊥ g
1L is a T-odd distribution, it may change the sign

between in SIDIS and Drell-Yan due to the gauge-link
structure, analogous to the gluon Sivers function. The

sign change of h⊥ g
1L in ep collision and pp collision will be

of great importance to test the dynamics of QCD.

VI. CONCLUSION

We studied azimuthal asymmetries in quarkonium pro-
duction in the SIDIS process with beam or target longi-
tudinally polarized. The observable disentangles the two
different gluon TMDs contributing to the longitudinally
polarized cross sections, each of them corresponds to a
specific azimuthal modulation. We calculated the sin 2ϕT
asymmetry in ep collision using the TMD formalism and
NRQCD. This asymmetry is sensitive to the T-odd gluon
TMD h⊥1L(x,p

2
T ) and is sizeable. We present a numeri-

cal estimate of the asymmetry in the kinematical region
that will be accessible at future EIC using the positivity
bound for h⊥1L(x,p

2
T ). We also estimate the double lon-

gitudinal spin asymmetry ALL of J/ψ production using
a spectator model result for gg1L. The measurements of
these azimuthal asymmetries would allow a sign change
test of the T-odd gluon TMDs by comparing to corre-
sponding observables in hadron-hadron collisions.
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VII. APPENDIX

The explicit expressions of the {A,B,C} terms in
Eqs. (30), (33) and (36) read

AU = AT = [(1− y)2 + 1]Aγ∗g→Q
1 − y2Aγ∗g→Q

2 , (39)

BU = BT = BL = (1− y)Bγ∗g→Q , (40)

CL = [(1− y)2 − 1]Cγ∗g→Q . (41)

In terms of the color-octet LDMEs, one can express

Aγ∗g→Q
1 =⟨0|OJ/ψ

8 (1S0)|0⟩+
4

NcM2
Q(M

2
Q +Q2)2

×
[
(3M2

Q +Q2)2⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3P0)|0⟩

+ 2Q2(2M2
Q +Q2)2⟨0|OJ/ψ

8 (3P1)|0⟩

+
2

5
(6M4

Q +M2
QQ

2 +Q4)⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3P2)|0⟩

]
,

(42)

Aγ∗g→Q
2 =

16

Nc(M2
Q +Q2)2

×
[
⟨0|OJ/ψ

8 (3P1)|0⟩+
3

5
⟨0|OJ/ψ

8 (3P2)|0⟩
]
,

(43)

Bγ∗g→Q =− ⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (1S0)|0⟩+

4

NcM2
Q(M

2
Q +Q2)2

×
[
(3M2

Q +Q2)2⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3P0)|0⟩

− 2Q4⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3P1)|0⟩

+
2

5
Q4⟨0|OJ/ψ

8 (3P2)|0⟩
]
. (44)

Cγ∗g→Q =⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (1S0)|0⟩+

4

NcM2
Q(M

2
Q +Q2)2

×
[
(3M2

Q +Q2)2⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3P0)|0⟩
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+ 2Q4⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3P1)|0⟩

+
2

5
(−6M4

Q +Q4)⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3P2)|0⟩

]
. (45)

The expressions can be further simplified by employing
the heavy-quark spin symmetry relations.

⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3PJ)|0⟩ = (2J + 1)⟨0|OJ/ψ

8 (3P0)|0⟩+O(v2) .
(46)

At the leading order in v, we can get the following results

Aγ∗g→Q
1 = ⟨0|OJ/ψ

8 (1S0)|0⟩

+
12(7M2

Q + 3Q2)

NcM2
Q(M

2
Q +Q2)

⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3P0)|0⟩ , (47)

Aγ∗g→Q
2 =

96Q2

Nc(M2
Q +Q2)2

⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3P0)|0⟩ , (48)

Bγ∗g→Q = −⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (1S0)|0⟩

+
12(3M2

Q −Q2)

NcM2
Q(M

2
Q +Q2)

⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3P0)|0⟩ , (49)

Cγ∗g→Q =⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (1S0)|0⟩

+
12(3Q2 −M2

Q)

NcM2
Q(M

2
Q +Q2)

⟨0|OJ/ψ
8 (3P0)|0⟩ . (50)
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