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We propose measuring the jet electric charge of jet regions, defined within the framework of global
event shapes, as a probe of quark flavor dynamics within the nucleon and the hadronization process.
In particular, we consider a measurement of the jet region charge while simultaneously keeping
track of the energy flow throughout the event, as characterized by the global event shape. As a
concrete example, we focus on the measurement of the 1-Jettiness jet charge (Q), the jet charge of
the jet region (J) defined within the framework of the 1-Jettiness global event shape (τ1) for the
Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS) process, e− + p → e− + J +X, with unpolarized or longitudinally
polarized protons. The 1-Jettiness distribution, binned according to jet charge, allows for enhanced
quark flavor separation of the initial state unpolarized or polarized PDFs. On the other hand, the
jet charge distribution binned by 1-Jettiness can serve as a probe of quark flavor dynamics in the
final state hadronization process. We derive a factorization theorem for simultaneous measurements
of τ1 and Q in the resummation region, τ1 ≪ PJT , where PJT denotes the transverse momentum
of the jet region. The correlation between the jet region charge and the charge of the struck quark
is expected to be the strongest in the resummation region. The factorization theorem contains a
new universal charged jet function, generalizing the standard jet function to include a jet charge
measurement. Therefore these universal functions can be extracted from a global analysis of N-
jettiness and thrust at e+e− colliders. We provide simulation studies to demonstrate the sensitivity
of the 1-Jettiness jet charge observable to quark flavor dynamics in nucleon structure and explore
the possibility of probing the final state hadronization process. This observable is well-suited for
applications in existing HERA data and the future Electron-Ion Collider (EIC).

I. INTRODUCTION

Global Event shapes are infrared and collinear safe
observables that characterize the geometric pattern of
hadronic energy flows in the final state. They act as a
continuous measure of how pencil-like, planar, or spheri-
cal the “shape” of the final state radiation is. Examples
of global event shapes include thrust [1, 2], heavy jet
mass [3], sphericity [4], C-parameter [5], Broadening [6],
N-Jettiness [7], and 1-Jettiness [8–15] for Deep Inelas-
tic Scattering (DIS). They have been studied in a vari-
ety of applications, including precision extractions of the
strong coupling constant αs [16–18] and the top quark
mass [19–21]. Such global event shapes have also been
computed to very high accuracy and compared to data
[16, 22, 23], providing important tests of perturbative
QCD and hadronization models.

However, due to the light quark flavor symmetry of
QCD, global event shapes do not provide much informa-
tion on light quark flavor dynamics in initial state nu-
cleon structure or final state hadronization. Typically, a
global QCD analysis over a wide range of observables is
employed to extract universal initial state structure func-
tions and final state fragmentation functions, separated
by flavor. These include inclusive observables as well
as more exclusive ones that involve tagging a final state
hadron. For example, the neutral current and charged
current fully inclusive deep inelastic scattering (DIS) pro-
cesses, e− + p → e− +X and e− + p → νe +X, respec-
tively, are sensitive to different flavor combinations of
initial state parton distribution functions (PDFs). Simi-

larly, using polarized protons in these processes allows for
disentangling initial state helicity PDFs by flavor. More
exclusive observables, such as semi-inclusive DIS (SIDIS),
e− + p → e− + h +X, where a final state hadron, h, is
tagged, allows for additional flavor separation of initial
state nucleon structure functions. Additionally, it acts as
a probe of fragmentation functions by flavor. Measure-
ments at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and
Large Hadron Collider (LHC) have shown that jets can
also be a powerful probe of nucleon structure, including
nucleon spin structrure [24–26]. Such jet based probes
have now also been developed for use at the EIC [27–
35]. However, without tagging final state hadrons, flavor
separation remain challenging in inclusive jet measure-
ments.

The idea of jet charge was first explored [36] more
than four decades ago. More recently, the jet electric
charge has been shown [37, 38] to be able to provide dis-
crimination between jets initiated by up-type and down-
type quarks at the LHC. Jets are initiated by energetic
partons emerging from a hard collision process, subse-
quently producing a parton shower through perturba-
tive soft and collinear emissions which is followed by
hadronization into a cluster of hadrons. A suitable defi-
nition of the measured jet charge will correlate with the
electric charge of the jet-initiating parton, providing a
jet tagging tool that discriminates between jets initiated
by different parton flavors. Jet charge was used in DIS
studies [39–44], for measurements of the charge asymme-
try [45, 46], tagging b-quarks in jets [47–50] and hadron-
ically decaying W bosons [51, 52], testing aspects of per-
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turbative [37, 38, 53–55] and nonperturbative [56] Quan-
tum Chromodynamics (QCD), probing nuclear-medium-
induced jet quenching effects in heavy ion collisions [57–
63], and probing the quark flavor structure of unpolar-
ized and polarized [64, 65] transverse momentum depen-
dent parton distribution functions (TMDPDFs). The
jet charge has also been used as one of a variety of jet
substructure tools [62, 66–68] for jet discrimination [69–
71], with enhanced performances using machine learning
techniques [52, 55].

The standard definition of the jet charge [37, 38] for a
jet with transverse momentum, PJT

, is given by:

Qκ =
∑
h∈jet

zκh Qh, (1)

where the sum is over all the hadrons in the jet, Qh

denotes the electric charge of the hadron, h, and zh =
pTh

/PJT
is the fraction of the jet transverse momentum

carried by the hadron, where pTh
is the transverse mo-

mentum of the hadron. The parameter κ > 0 ensures
that the contribution to the jet charge from soft hadrons
is suppressed, ensuring infrared safety. It was shown that
κ ∼ 0.3 provides the best discrimination [72] between jets
initiated by different quark flavors and will be the default
value used in our analysis. A modified definition of the
standard jet charge, the Dynamic Jet Charge [71], allows
for the κ parameter to be a function of some property
of the jet constituents. It can be chosen as a function of
zh, κ = κ(zh), to improve discrimination between quark
and gluon jets and make jet discrimination more resilient
against the contamination from underlying events. We
will often drop the κ subscript in Eq. (1) and refer to the
jet charge as simply, Q, for brevity in notation. In our
analysis, we consider both the standard and dynamic jet
charge definitions, as they have different jet discrimina-
tion capabilities and sensitivity to soft radiation, serving
as complementary probes.

Recently, it was shown that the jet charge property can
be used for flavor separation of the unpolarized and po-
larized Transverse Momentum Dependent PDFs (TMD-
PDFs) [64]. The unpolarized TMDPDFs describe the
3D momentum space distribution of partons in the nu-
cleon. The polarized TMDPDFs, in addition, encode
quantum correlations between the parton momentum dis-
tributions and the proton spin. The electron-proton scat-
tering process, e− + p → e− + J + X, in the limit
of small electron-jet transverse momentum imbalance,

qT = |p⃗ e
T + P⃗JT

| ≪ p⃗ e
T ∼ PJT

, is sensitive to TMDPDFs.
The factorization formula for the qT -distribution is sen-
sitive to a particular flavor combination of TMDPDFs,
a universal soft function, and a universal jet function.
The jet function describes the dynamics of the leading jet
that recoils against the electron, and in general depends
on the jet radius, R, and the jet clustering algorithm.
Flavor separation of the TMDPDFs is achieved through
a jet charge measurement on the leading jet and bin-
ning the qT -distribution by jet charge. The positive and
negative jet charge bins provide enhanced sensitivity to

the u-quark and the d, s quark TMDPDFs, respectively,
compared to the qT -distribution integrated over all jet
charge values.
It was also recently explored that, charge and flavor

correlation among hadrons is sensitive to details of un-
derlying hadronization processes [73] therefore it can be
used to test hadronization models in Monte Carlo imple-
mentations. While the studies require tagging individual
hadron flavors, i.e. particle identifications, jet charge or
subjet charges could provide more inclusive information
about quark flavors.
In this work, we build on these ideas and propose a

new class of observables that incorporates the flavor dis-
crimination power of jet charges within the framework of
global event shapes as a probe of quark flavor dynam-
ics in nuclear structure and hadronization. We propose
measuring the jet charge (Q) of jet regions as defined by
the global event shape, independent of the use of jet al-
gorithms. This allows for measuring the jet region charge
while simultaneously keeping track of the energy flow
throughout the event, as quantified by the global event
shape. In particular, one can bin event shape distribu-
tions according to the jet region charge. Conversely, one
can bin jet region charge distributions according to the
global event shape value. Such observables can allow for
disentangling flavor dynamics in the initial state nucleon
structure functions and in the final state hadronization
process.
We focus on the 1-Jettiness [8–14] global event shape

for the neutral current DIS process, e−+p → e−+J+X.
The transverse momentum and rapidity of the jet region,
J , are denoted by PJT

and yJ , respectively. The usual
1-Jettiness cross section, differential in (τ1, PJT

, yJ), is
denoted by:

dσ [τ1, PJT
, yJ ] ≡

d3σ(e− + p → J +X)

dyJ dPJT
dτ1

. (2)

The resummation region of the τ1-distribution, τ1 ≪
PJT

, corresponds to events with a single jet topology such
that energetic radiation, E ∼ PJT

≫ τ1, is collimated ei-
ther along the proton beam or the leading jet direction,
and only soft radiation, E ∼ τ1 ≪ PJT

at wide angles
from the beam and jet directions is allowed. It requires
resummation of large Sudakov logarithms of the form
αn
s ln2m(τ1/PJT

), for m ≤ n, arising from the τ1 ≪ PJT

restriction on final state radiation. This restriction ef-
fectively acts as a veto on additional jets at wide angles
from the leading jet and beam directions. In this re-
summation region, the differential cross section has the
schematic, factorized form

dσresum [τ1, PJT
, yJ ] ∼ H ⊗B ⊗ J ⊗ S, (3)

where H denotes the hard function describing the hard
partonic scattering, J denotes the jet function describ-
ing the energetic radiation collinear with jet region, S
denotes the soft function describing the soft radiation
throughout the event, and B denotes the beam func-
tion [74] describing initial state collinear radiation along
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the beam. The beam function can be further factorized
as [7, 74]

B ∼ I ⊗ f, (4)

where I describes the perturbatively calculable initial
state collinear radiation and f denotes the PDF.

On the other hand, the fixed-order region, τ1 ∼ PJT
,

corresponds to events with additional energetic radiation
at wide angles from the beam and leading jet directions.
In this region, calculations are done in the fixed-order
perturbative QCD framework. The resummation and
fixed-order regions can be matched to give a smooth 1-
Jettiness spectrum over the entire range of τ1. Most re-
cently, results for the 1-Jettiness spectrum was obtained
at the N3LL+O(α2

s) level of accuracy [14].
We extend this 1-Jettiness framework by, in addition,

measuring the charge, Q, of the jet region, J . We refer
to it as the “1-Jettiness Jet Charge.” The cross section is
now differential in four variables, (Q, τ1, PJT

, yJ), and is
denoted as:

dσ [Q, τ1, PJT
, yJ ] ≡

d3σ(e− + p → J +X)

dyJ dPJT
dτ1 dQ

. (5)

The correlation between the 1-Jettiness jet charge, Q,
with the electric charge of the hard-scattered quark, al-
lows for enhanced flavor separation of the initial state
PDFs through the jet-charge-binned 1-Jettiness distri-
butions. This correlation is expected to be the strongest
in the resummation region, τ1 ≪ PJT

, where the struck
quark evolves into the final state jet region through
collinear and soft splittings without any hard emissions
at wide angles. In this resummation region, using the
Soft-Collinear Effective Theory (SCET) [75–80], the dif-
ferential cross section for the 1-Jettiness Jet Charge dis-
tribution has the schematic form

dσresum [Q, τ1, PJT
, yJ ] ∼ H ⊗B ⊗ G ⊗ S, (6)

which has the same form as Eq. (3), except for the re-
placement J → G, corresponding to replacing the stan-
dard jet function with a jet charge jet function. This
formula will receive power suppressed contributions from
the contribution of soft radiation to the jet region charge,
as discussed in appendix B. The jet charge jet func-
tion, G, is obtained through the insertion of a jet charge
measurement operator in the standard jet function. The
new jet charge jet function G is in general nonpertur-
bative since the jet charge measurement is made on fi-
nal state hadrons, making it sensitive to the hadroniza-
tion process. However, it is universal therefore it can
be extracted from other jet-based global event shapes
such as the N-Jettiness [7] global event shape at e+e−

colliders or the LHC. The differential cross section in
Eq. (5) can be integrated over Q-bins to give the jet-
charge-binned 1-Jettiness distribution. In the resumma-
tion region, the jet-charge-binned 1-Jettiness distribution
has the schematic form

dσresum

[
Qbin, τ1, PJT

, yJ
]
∼ H ⊗B ⊗ Gbin ⊗ S, (7)

where Gbin denotes the jet charge function integrated
over a jet charge bin. The positive jet charge bin
(QJ > 0.25) will give more weight to the contribution
of the u-quark to the 1-Jettiness spectrum, correspond-
ing to its positive electric charge. The negative jet charge
bin (QJ < −0.25) will give more weight to the contribu-
tion of the d, s-quarks to the 1-Jettiness spectrum, corre-
sponding to their negative electric charge. Thus, binning
the 1-Jettiness distribution according to the 1-Jettiness
jet charge allows for disentangling initial state proton
structure functions by flavor. For scattering of unpolar-
ized protons, this corresponds to separating the collinear
PDFs by flavor. The longitudinal single spin asymme-
try constructed from scattering off polarized protons will
allow for flavor separation of helicity PDFs.
Alternatively, with the multi-differential cross section

in Eq. (5) one can integrate over τ1-bins to give the 1-
Jettiness-binned jet charge distribution. This allows one
to study the jet charge distribution as a function of the
shape of energy flow in the final state as characterized by
the value of τ1. Such studies can probe flavor dynamics
in the hadronization process, providing a new tool for
distinguishing between different hadronization models.
We also note that this observable can be adapted to

the charged current DIS events, e− + p → νe + J + X
since the undetected neutrino, tagged as missing energy,
does not contribute to the τ1,Q, PJT

, or yJ observables.
Such a charge current DIS observable will complement
the analysis of neutral current DIS as it probes different
combinations of initial state proton structure functions,
allowing for further separation of structure functions by
flavor. We leave the charge current DIS analysis for fu-
ture work.
Finally, we note that the formalism for the 1-Jettiness

charge observable developed here is ideally suited for the
proposed Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) and can also be
readily applied to the existing HERA data.

II. 1-JETTINESS GLOBAL EVENT SHAPE

For completeness, we give a brief review of the formal-
ism and notation for the 1-Jettiness global event shape
for DIS which has been extensively studied [8–14]. For
more detailed explanations of the relevant notation used
in this work, see Ref. [14]. We consider the neutral cur-
rent (NC) DIS process:

e−(k) + p(P ) → e−(k′) + J +X, (8)

in the center of mass frame, where the initial state proton
and electron momenta, Pµ and kµ respectively, are given
by

Pµ =

√
s

2
nµ, nµ = (1, 0, 0, 1),

kµ =

√
s

2
n̄µ, n̄µ = (1, 0, 0,−1). (9)
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FIG. 1. Pythia 8.312 simulation data (blue dots) for the
normalized 1-Jettiness τ1-distribution compared to the the-
oretical prediction at the N3LL level of accuracy with a soft
function model that describes hadronization effects. The scale
variations (pink band), describing the theoretical uncertainty,
are normalized to the central curve (red) over the displayed
range. The relevant EIC kinematics chosen are:

√
s = 90.0

GeV, PJT = [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].

The 1-Jettiness global event shape, τ1, is defined as

τ1 =
∑
k

min
{2qB · pk

QB
,
2qJ · pk
QJ

}
, (10)

where the sum is over all final state particles except the
scattered electron. The qµB and qµJ denote the beam and
jet reference vectors, respectively, whose explicit expres-
sions will be given shortly below. The QB and QJ are
energy scales at the order of the hard scale. Different
choices for these quantities correspond to different def-
initions of 1-Jettiness. Each final state particle of mo-
mentum pk is grouped with either the beam region or
the jet region according to the minimization condition in
Eq. (10), and accordingly contributes to τ1. The largest
contributions to τ1 come from final state particles with
large energies and at wide angles from both the beam
and jet reference vectors. On the other hand, energetic
particles closely aligned with either the beam or jet refer-
ence vectors give relatively small contributions to the τ1
value. Thus, events with small τ1 values have energetic
radiation closely aligned with the beam or jet reference
vectors. Events with large τ1 have additional energetic
radiation at wide angles from both the beam and jet ref-
erence vectors. Therefore, τ1 quantifies the pattern of
final state energy flow.

The beam and jet reference vectors can be determined
through a minimization procedure, corresponding to the
choice that minimizes the value of τ1 in Eq. (10). How-
ever, we instead work with the choice for the beam ref-
erence vector

qµB = xPµ, (11)

aligned with the beam direction. The jet reference vector
is chosen as

qJ = (KJT
cosh yK , K⃗JT

,KJT
sinh yK), (12)

where Kµ
J is the four-momentum of the leading jet re-

fined by the anti-kt algorithm using jet radius R = 1.
Here KJT

and yK denote the transverse momentum and
rapidity of the leading jet, and are used to construct the
null jet reference vector, qµJ . We choose the constants QB

and QJ as

QB = x
√
s, QJ = 2KJT

cosh yK . (13)

The factorization formula for the τ1 distribution in the
resummation region is given by [14]

dσresum [τ1, PJT
, yJ ] = σ0 H(ξ, µ;µH)

×
∫

dsJ

∫
dta S

(
τ1 −

ta
Qa

− sJ
QJ

, µ;µS

)
×

[∑
qi

Lqi J
qi(sJ , µ;µJ)Bqi(x∗, ta, µ;µB)

+
∑
q̄i

Lq̄i J
q̄i(sJ , µ;µJ)Bq̄i(x∗, ta, µ;µB)

]
, (14)

where H, S, Jqi,q̄i , and Bqi,q̄i denote the hard function,
soft function, quark and antiquark jet functions, and
quark and antiquark beam functiuons, respectively, and

x∗ =
eyJPJT√

s− e−yJPJT

, ξ = x∗
√
sPJT

e−yJ . (15)

Note that the hard, soft, jet, and beam functions are
all evaluated at the common renormalization scale µ
after renormalization group evolution from the scales
µH ∼ PJT

, µS ∼ τ1, µJ ∼ µB ∼
√
PJT

τ1 which elimi-
nates large logarithms in each of the respective functions.
The renormalization group evolution sums large Sudakov
logarithms arising from ratios of these scales. The quark
and anti-quark beam functions (Bq,q̄) are matched [74]
onto the PDFs as

B(qi,q̄i)(x, ta, µ;µB) =
∑
i

∫ 1

x

dz

z
I(qi,q̄i)j

(x
z
, ta, µ;µB

)
×fj/A(z, µB), (16)

where the I(qi,q̄i)j functions are perturbatively calculable.
The hard [81, 82], soft [83, 84] , jet [81, 82, 85], and beam
functions [86, 87] are known to O(α2

s). Expressions for σ0

and Lqi,q̄i can be found in Refs. [10, 14]. Results for this
1-Jettiness spectrum are known [14] at the N3LL+O(α2

s)
level of accuracy.

III. 1-JETTINESS JET CHARGE
FACTORIZATION FRAMEWORK

The 1-Jettiness jet charge distribution corresponds to
the measurement of the jet charge of the jet region as
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defined by the 1-Jettiness global event shape, in addi-
tion to the measurement of the 1-Jettiness global event
shape itself. In the resummation region, τ1 ≪ PJT

, its
factorization formula is given by

dσresum [Q, τ1, PJT
, yJ ] = σ0 H(x∗

√
sPJT

e−yJ , µ;µH)

×
∫

dsJ

∫
dta S

(
τ1 −

ta
Qa

− sJ
QJ

, µ;µS

)
×
[∑

qi

Lqi Gqi(Q, sJ , µ;µJ)Bqi(x∗, ta, µ;µB)

+
∑
q̄i

Lq̄i G q̄i(Q, sJ , µ;µJ)Bq̄i(x∗, ta, µ;µB)
]
. (17)

Compared to Eq. (14), the jet function Jq(sJ , µ) is
now replaced with the charged jet function, Gq(Q, sJ , µ),
which corresponds to the insertion of a jet charge mea-
surement operator in the standard jet function. Its field-
theoretic definition is given in Eq. (A2). Note that the jet
charge contribution from soft particles in the jet region
is power suppressed compared to that of the energetic
collinear particles. This can be understood from the def-
inition of jet charge in Eq. (1) which weighs the charge
of each particle by its jet energy fraction. The dynamic
jet charge allows for the contribution of the soft parti-
cles to be further suppressed by choosing the κ parame-
ter as a dynamic function of the hadron energy fraction,
zh. Therefore, at leading power, the jet charge measure-
ment operator only acts on the energetic collinear parti-
cles in the jet region. Consequently, only the jet function,
Jq(sJ , µ), is affected and replaced with the jet charge jet
function Gq(Q, sJ , µ). We discuss power suppressed cor-
rections arising from soft particles in appendix B.

The charged jet function, Gq(Q, sJ , µ), is in general
a non-perturbative object since the jet charge measure-
ment operator is not collinear safe and sensitive to
the hadronization process. However, Gq(Q, sJ , µ) has
the same renormalization scale dependence as Jq(sJ , µ).
This follows from the renormalization scale independence
of the cross section and the fact that 1-Jettiness Jet
Charge cross section in Eq. (17) can be obtained sim-
ply by replacing Jq(sJ , µ) with Gq(Q, sJ , µ) in Eq. (14).
Integrating Eq. (17) over all Q should give back the stan-
dard 1-Jettiness cross section in Eq. (14). In particular,
integrating Gq(Q, sJ , µ) over Q gives back the standard
jet function∫

dQ Gq(Q, sJ , µ) = Jq(sJ , µ), (18)

which also follows from Eqs. (A1) and (A2). In position
space, the jet function, Jq(y, µ), and charged jet function,
Gq(Q, y, µ), are defined through the Fourier transforms

Jq(s, µ) =

∫
dy

2π
eiys Jq(y, µ),

Gq(Q, s, µ) =

∫
dy

2π
eiys Gq(Q, y, µ). (19)

It is useful to define the ratio of the position space
charged and standard jet functions

Rq(Q, y) ≡ Gq(Q, y, µ)

Jq(y, µ)
. (20)

Therefore Gq(Q, y, µ) and Jq(y, µ) are related through
the multiplicative function Rq(Q, y) as

Gq(Q, y, µ) = Rq(Q, y)Jq(y, µ). (21)

Note that Rq(Q, y) is renormalization scale indepen-
dent due to the cancellation between the renormaliza-
tion group running, which is multiplicative in position
space, of Gq(Q, y, µ) and Jq(y, µ) in the ratio. The mul-
tiplicative relation in Eq. (21) becomes a convolution in
momentum space. Using Eq. (21) in Eq. (19), we get

Gq(Q, s, µ) =

∫
ds′ Rq(Q, s− s′) Jq(s′, µ), (22)

where Rq(Q, s) corresponds to the momentum space def-
inition

Rq(Q, s) =

∫
dy

2π
eiys Rq(Q, y). (23)

Combining Eqs. (18) and (22) leads to the normalization
conditions∫

dQRq(Q, s) = δ(s),

∫
dQRq(Q, y) = 1. (24)

From Eq. (22), we see that the function R(Q, s) acts
as the integral kernel that transforms the standard jet
function, Jq(s, µ), distribution in the mass squared vari-
able, ‘s’, to the new distribution, Gq(Q, s, µ), where the
final state is restricted to, in addition, have a jet charge
value of Q. It is a universal, non-perturbative function
that can be extracted from data on other jet-based global
event shapes, as explained in section V.

We see from Eqs. (21) and (22) that determining
the non-perturbative and universal charged jet function,
Gq(Q, y, µ) or G(Q, s, µ), amounts to determining the
function, Rq(Q, y) or Rq(Q, s), respectively, while the
jet function, J(y, µ) or J(s, µ), is perturbatively calcula-
ble. At lowest order in αs(µ) the jet function is given by
J (0)(y, µ) = 1 and J (0)(s, µ) = δ(s), and correspondingly

Gq(0)(Q, y, µ) = Rq(Q, y),

Gq(0)(Q, s, µ) = Rq(Q, s). (25)

i.e. at this order, the charged jet function, Gq(0)(Q, y, µ)
or Gq(0)(Q, s, µ), is identical to the Rq(Q, y) or Rq(Q, s),
respectively.

Using Eq. (22) in Eq. (17), the resummed factorization
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formula differential in jet charge takes the form:

dσresum [Q, τ1, PJT
, yJ ] = σ0 H(ξ, µ;µH)

×
∫

dsJ

∫
dta

∫
ds′J S

(
τ1 −

ta
Qa

− sJ
QJ

, µ;µS

)
(26)

×
[∑

qi

Lqi R
qi(Q, sJ − s′J)J

qi(s′J , µ;µJ)Bqi(x∗, ta, µ;µB)

+
∑
q̄i

Lq̄i R
q̄i(Q, sJ − s′J)J

q̄i(s′J , µ;µJ)Bq̄i(x∗, ta, µ;µB)
]
.

From the above factorization formula, we can also obtain
the 1-Jettiness distribution integrated over a jet charge
bin. Correspondingly, we can define the charged jet func-
tion integrated over a jet charge bin in momentum and
position space as

Gq
bin(s, µ) =

∫
ds′ Rq

bin(s− s′) Jq(s′, µ),

Gq
bin(y, µ) = Rq

bin(y) J
q(y, µ), (27)

where the binned Rq
bin(s) and Rq

bin(y) functions are given
by

Rq
bin(s) =

∫
bin

dQRq(Q, s),

Rq
bin(y) =

∫
bin

dQRq(Q, y). (28)

The factorization formula for the jet-charge-binned 1-
Jettiness distribution is now given by

dσresum

[
Qbin, τ1, PJT

, yJ
]
= σ0 H(ξ, µ;µH) (29)

×
∫

dsJ

∫
dta

∫
ds′J S

(
τ1 −

ta
Qa

− sJ
QJ

, µ;µS

)
×
[∑

qi

Lqi R
qi
bin(sJ − s′J)J

qi(s′J , µ;µJ)Bqi(x∗, ta, µ;µB)

+
∑
q̄i

Lq̄i R
q̄i
bin(sJ − s′J)J

q̄i(s′J , µ;µJ)Bq̄i(x∗, ta, µ;µB)
]
.

IV. 1-JETTINESS JET CHARGE
DISTRIBUTION WITH POLARIZED PROTONS

The 1-Jettiness Jet Charge formalism can be straight-
forwardly extended to DIS with longitudinally polarized
protons. The 1-Jettiness distribution of the longitudi-
nally polarized nucleon asymmetry serves as a probe of
the helicity PDFs. The Q-binned 1-Jettiness distribu-
tion then allows enhanced flavor separation of the helicity
PDFs.

The resummation formula for the 1-Jettiness distribu-
tion, τ1, of the longitudinally polarized nucleon asymme-
try is schematically given by [88]

d∆σresum [τ1, PJT
, yJ ] ∼ ∆H ⊗∆B ⊗ J ⊗ S, (30)

where ∆ denotes the polarization dependence in hard and
beam functions needed to obtain the longitudinal nucleon

polarization asymmetry. The polarized beam function [7,
74, 88], ∆B, can be factorized as

∆B ∼ ∆I ⊗∆f, (31)

where ∆I is perturbatively calculable and ∆f denotes
the helicity PDF. The corresponding factorization and
resummation formula for the 1-Jettiness jet charge dis-
tribution, in addition to the standard 1-Jettiness distri-
bution, is given by replacing the standard jet function,
J , with the charged jet function, G:

d∆σresum [Q, τ1, PJT
, yJ ] ∼ ∆H ⊗∆B ⊗ G ⊗ S. (32)

Note that the charged jet function G that appears here
is identical to the one that appears in the 1-Jettiness Jet
Charge formalism with unpolarized protons, correspond-
ing to its universality property. Similarly, studying the
jet-charge-binned 1-Jettiness distribution of the longitu-
dinally nucleon spin asymmetry facilitates disentangling
the flavor structure of the helicity PDFs. We leave de-
tailed phenomenological studies of the flavor structure of
the helicity PDFs using the 1-Jettiness jet charge formal-
ism for future work. In this work, we focus on introducing
the main ideas and formalism of 1-Jettiness jet charge in
DIS of unpolarized protons only.

V. UNIVERSALITY OF THE CHARGED JET
FUNCTION

Eqs. (26) and (29) are key results, providing factor-
ization formulae for the 1-Jettiness Jet Charge distri-
bution. They give the fully differential cross section
dσ [QJ , τ1, PJT

, yJ ] and the jet-charge-binned cross sec-
tion dσ

[
Qbin

J , τ1, PJT
, yJ

]
, respectively, in the resumma-

tion region τ1 ≪ PJT
. The predictive power of this fac-

torization framework is enhanced due to the universality
of the various functions appearing in the factorization
formulae. The hard function H(ξ, µ) describes univer-
sal QCD corrections to the hard scattering quark cur-
rent vertex due to single photon or Z-boson exchange in
standard fully inclusive DIS. It is perturbatively calcu-
lable with results known [81, 82] to O(α2

s). The univer-
sal quark beam functions [74], Bq(x, t, µ), describe the
physics of perturbative initial state radiation, collinear
with the proton beam direction, and the initial state
collinear PDF, as seen in Eq. (16). The quark beam
functions are also known [86, 87] to O(α2

s). The jet func-
tion describes the physics of the energetic radiation in
the jet region, and collinear with the leading jet direc-
tion, and is known [81, 82, 85] to O(α2

s). Note that for
the jet functions initiated by light quarks, the light quark
flavor symmetry of QCD in the limit of massless quarks,
leads to the additional universality, Jqi(s, µ) = Jq(s, µ),
so that the jet functions are independent of quark flavor.
The soft function S(τ1, µ) describes the soft radiation,
E ∼ τ1, throughout the event. It is perturbatively calcu-
lable when µ ∼ τ1 ≫ ΛQCD with results known [83, 84]
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to O(α2
s). In the region µ ∼ τ1 ∼ ΛQCD the soft function

becomes non-perturbative and requires the introduction
of a non-perturbative model. However, this soft function,
and correspondingly the non-perturbative model, is uni-
versal in that it is the same soft function that appears in
Eq. (14) for the standard 1-Jettiness distribution where
no jet charge measurement is made.

The new ingredients in the 1-Jettiness Jet Charge fac-
torization formula are the Rq(Q, s) functions appearing
in Eq. (26). In general, they are non-perturbative ob-
jects since the jet charge measurement is not collinear
safe and sensitive to the hadronization process. However,
these non-perturbative functions are universal and renor-
malization scale independent. They can be extracted
from other observables that also make jet charge mea-
surements on the jet regions of global event shapes. N-
Jettiness [7] is an ideal global event shape for such pur-
poses. It characterizes how closely the pattern of final
state radiation resembles a N-jet like event. Small val-
ues of N-Jettiness, τN , correspond to events that closely
resemble an exclusive N-Jet event. Large values of τN
correspond to events with additional jets or energetic
radiation in different directions. The resummation re-
gion corresponds to small values of N-Jettiness, τN ≪ Q,
where Q denotes the hard scale in the problem. For e+e−

colliders, in the resummation region, the N-Jettiness dif-
ferential distribution has the schematic form

dσresum

dτN
∼ H ⊗ J ⊗ · · · ⊗ J ⊗ S, (33)

where H describes the hard scattering process, J denotes
the standard jet function, and there are N such factors
each corresponding to one of the N jet directions, and
S denotes the soft function that describes soft radiation
throughout the event. Note that the case of N=2 can
be related to the thrust global event in e+e− colliders in
the limit τ2 ≪ Q. For hadron colliders, the factorization
formula takes a similar form

dσresum

dτN
∼ H ⊗B ⊗B ⊗ · · · ⊗ J ⊗ S, (34)

with the extra factors of the beam functions for each of
the initial state hadrons. These formulae can be com-
pared with Eq. (3) for the 1-Jettiness distribution at an
electron-hadron collider, which involves only one beam
function and one jet function.

In order to access the universal Gq(Q, s, µ) jet charge
function, and the corresponding Rq(Q, s) functions
needed for the 1-Jettiness Jet Charge distribution, one
can generalize the N-Jettiness observables at e+e− and
hadron colliders to include a jet charge measurement on
one or more of the jet regions. For example, if a jet charge
measurement is made on the jet region with the highest
energy EJ or transverse momentum PJT

, the formulae in
Eqs. (33) and (34) become

dσresum

dτNdQ
∼ H ⊗ G ⊗ · · · ⊗ J ⊗ S, (35)

and

dσresum

dτNdQ
∼ H ⊗B ⊗B ⊗ G ⊗ · · · ⊗ J ⊗ S, (36)

respectively. The factor of the jet charge jet function, G,
replaces the standard jet function, J , in the jet region
where the jet charge measurement is made. These for-
mulae at e+e− and hadron colliders can be compared to
Eq. (6) for the 1-Jettiness Jet Charge distribution, and
the same universal jet charge jet function, G, appears in
all these observables.
One can also consider the N-Jettiness distributions in

a give jet charge bin, where we integrate over the jet
charge of measured jet region. The corresponding jet-
charge-binned N-Jettiness distributions take the form

dσQ-bin
resum

dτN
∼ H ⊗ Gbin ⊗ · · · ⊗ J ⊗ S, (37)

for e+e− colliders and

dσQ-bin
resum

dτN
∼ H ⊗B ⊗B ⊗ Gbin ⊗ · · · ⊗ J ⊗ S, (38)

for hadron colliders. Here Gbin denotes the jet charge jet
function integrated over a jet charge bin and is the same
as the one that appears in Eq. (7) for the jet-charge-
binned 1-Jettiness distribution in electron-proton colli-
sions.
Furthermore, one can also consider different defini-

tions of the N-Jettiness event shapes, associated with
the choice of parameters in their definitions. For exam-
ple, the dimensionless τ1a event shape [10, 12–14] differs
from the definition of τ1 in Eq. (10) in the choice of the
QJ,B values. Similarly, one can work with dimension one
τN or dimensionless TN . For all of these different def-
initions, corresponding to different partitioning of final
state radiation into beam and jet regions, the same uni-
versal jet functions or charged jet functions appear in the
factorization formulae.
Thus, the jet charge jet functions Gq and Gq

bin, and
correspondingly the functions Rq(Q, s) and Rq

bin(s) are
universal and can be extracted from a comprehensive
and systematic global analysis of the wide range of N-
Jettiness global event shape observables at e+e− and
hadron colliders.

VI. NON-PERTURBATIVE MODEL FOR
CHARGED JET FUNCTION

In order to calculate the 1-Jettiness jet charge distribu-
tion, we need to quantify the nonperturbative component
of the charged jet function Gq(Q, y, µ), or equivalently, its
Fourier transform, Gq(Q, s, µ). From Eqs. (21) and (22),
this corresponds to specifying the nonperturbative func-
tions, Rq(Q, y), and their Fourier transform functions,
Rq(Q, s). In the next three subsections, we present the
general parameterization of a phenomenological model
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for Rq(Q, y) and Rq(Q, s) and consider the simplest case
of these function being independent of y or s, as well as
a phenomenological parameterization of additional y or
s dependence beyond the simplest model.

A. General Model Parameterization

The form of the nonperturbative functions, Rq(Q, y)
and Rq(Q, s), is constrained by the normalization condi-
tions in Eq. (24). Given any arbitrary function Kq(Q, y),
the normalization condition on Rq(Q, y) can be satisfied
by constructing it from Kq(Q, y) as follows,

Rq(Q, y) =
Kq(Q, y)∫
dQKq(Q, y)

, (39)

as long as
∫
dQ Kq(Q, y) ̸= 0. The corresponding

Rq(Q, s) function is obtained via the Fourier transform of
Eq. (39) with respect to the y variable, as seen in Eq. (23)

Rq(Q, s) =

∫
dy

2π
eiys

[
Kq(Q, y)∫
dQKq(Q, y)

]
, (40)

from which it follows that Rq(Q, s) satisfies the required
normalization condition in Eq. (24).

B. Simple Model Parameterization

In this section, we consider the simplest case where
the charged jet functions Gq(Q, y, µ) or Gq(Q, s, µ) having
the same y or s dependence as the standard jet functions,
Jq(y, µ) or Jq(s, µ), respectively. This corresponds to the
Rq(Q, y) being independent of y, as seen from Eqs. (20).
Equivalently, Rq(Q, s) will be proportional to δ(s), which
follows from Eq. (23). In this special case, the Rq(Q, y)
and Rq(Q, s) functions can be written as

Rq(Q, y) = rq(Q), Rq(Q, s) = rq(Q)δ(s), (41)

where the function rq(Q) satisfies the normalization con-
dition ∫

dQ rq(Q) = 1. (42)

From Eqs. (21) and (22), the charged jet functions then
reduce to the separable form

Gq(Q, y, µ) = rq(Q) Jq(y, µ),

Gq(Q, s, µ) = rq(Q) Jq(s, µ), (43)

where the charged jet function, G, and the ordinary jet
function, J , having the same dependence in the y or s
variables. Using this model in Eqs. (41) and (43), the

u ū d d̄ s s̄

ri+ 0.62 0.18 0.13 0.50 0.19 0.52

ri− 0.08 0.50 0.48 0.13 0.43 0.13

ri0 0.30 0.32 0.39 0.37 0.38 0.35

TABLE I. Standard Jet Charge binned fractions for different
quark flavors. The relevant EIC kinematics chosen are:

√
s =

90.0 GeV, PJT = [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].

factorization formula in Eq. (26) can be written as

dσresum [Q, τ1, PJT
, yJ ] = σ0 H(ξ, µ;µH)

×
∫

dsJ

∫
dta S

(
τ1 −

ta
Qa

− sJ
QJ

, µ;µS

)
(44)

×
[∑

qi

Lqi r
qi(Q)Jqi(sJ , µ;µJ)Bqi(x∗, ta, µ;µB)

+
∑
q̄i

Lq̄i r
q̄i(Q)J q̄i(sJ , µ;µJ)Bq̄i(x∗, ta, µ;µB)

]
,

where the jet charge information is now contained en-
tirely in the rq(Q) functions. The jet-charge-binned cross
section in Eq. (29) then takes the following form

dσresum

[
Qbin

J , τ1, PJT
, yJ

]
= σ0 H(ξ, µ;µH)

×
∫

dsJ

∫
dta S

(
τ1 −

ta
Qa

− sJ
QJ

, µ;µS

)
(45)

×
[∑

qi

Lqi r
qi
binJ

qi(sJ , µ;µJ)Bqi(x∗, ta, µ;µB)

+
∑
q̄i

Lq̄i r
q̄i
binJ

q̄i(sJ , µ;µJ)Bq̄i(x∗, ta, µ;µB)
]
,

where the rqbin constants are given by the integration of
the rq(Q) function over the jet charge bin

rqbin =

∫
bin

dQ rq(Q), (46)

and satisfy the constraint∑
bins

rqbin = 1, (47)

for each quark and anti-quark flavor, q, as required by
Eq. (42). Thus, the rqbin values can be interpreted as
the fraction of jets initiated by a parton of flavor q in
the given jet charge bin. Based on the PYTHIA 8.312
simulations of five million events of the unpolarized DIS
process, e− + p → e− + J +X, for the typical EIC kine-
matics of

√
s = 90.0 GeV, PJT

= [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and
yJ = [−2.5, 2.5], we show in Tables I and II the rqbin bin
fractions for the Standard and Dynamic jet charge defi-
nitions, respectively. The rq+,−,0 bin fractions correspond

to the fraction of jets in the positive (Q > 0.25), negative
(Q < −0.25), and central (−0.25 < Q < 0.25) jet charge
bins, respectively.
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u ū d d̄ s s̄

ri+ 0.39 0.15 0.15 0.29 0.15 0.35

ri− 0.11 0.36 0.29 0.15 0.33 0.14

ri0 0.49 0.49 0.55 0.55 0.52 0.51

TABLE II. Dynamic Jet Charge binned fractions for different
quark flavors. The relevant EIC kinematics chosen are:

√
s =

90.0 GeV, PJT = [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].

We can write the jet-charge-binned 1-Jettiness Jet
Charge cross section in the resummation region as

dσresum

[
Qbin, τ1, PJT

, yJ
]

(48)

=
∑
q

rqbin dσq
resum [τ1, PJT

, yJ ] ,

where the sum over q runs over all the quark and anti-
quark flavors. The cross section dσq

resum [τ1, PJT
, yJ ] cor-

responds to the contribution from the q-parton flavor to
the standard 1-Jettiness distribution:

dσq
resum [τ1, PJT

, yJ ] = σ0 Lq H(ξ, µ;µH)

×
∫

dsJ

∫
dta J

q(sJ , µ;µJ)Bq(x∗, ta, µ;µB)

× S
(
τ1 −

ta
Qa

− sJ
QJ

, µ;µS

)
, (49)

while rqbin determines the weight given to this contribu-
tion based on the fraction of jets initiated by the corre-
sponding parton flavor in the given jet charge bin.

We note that the form of Eq. (48) is similar to that
in Ref. [64] which studied e− + p → e− + J +X, in the
limit of small electron-jet transverse momentum imbal-

ance, qT = |p⃗ e
T +P⃗JT

| ≪ p⃗ e
T ∼ PJT

, in different jet charge
bins to probe the flavor structure of TMDPDFs. There
the jet was defined with a jet algorithm and fixed jet
radius. In our case, where the jet charge binning is ap-
plied to a jet region of a global event shape, the form in
Eq. (48) only applies in the special limit of Eq. (43) where
the charged jet function has the same y or s dependence
as the standard jet function. The more general parame-
terization allows for a more non-trivial dependence of the
charged jet function, G(s, µ) and G(y, µ) on the variables
s or y that goes beyond the dependence in the standard
jet function J(s, µ) and J(y, µ), respectively. In gen-
eral, this leads to the non-trivial convolution structure in
Eqs. (26) or (29).

C. A Useful Model Parameterization

The form of the jet-charge-binned 1-Jettiness cross sec-
tion in Eq. (48) is the direct result of the special case of
the nonperturbative model, as shown in Eq. (41). In par-
ticular, the rqbin parameters are constants, independent of
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FIG. 2. The fraction of jets initiated by the u-quark (top
panel) and d-quark (bottom panel) in the positive (QJ >
0.25), negative (QJ < −0.25), and central (−0.25 < QJ <
0.25) Standard Jet Charge bins as a function of the squared
jet mass, M2

J . The dashed lines indicate the corresponding
average values from the fraction of jets over all squared jet
mass bins. The relevant EIC kinematics chosen for generating
the Pythia 8.312 simulation data are:

√
s = 90.0 GeV, PJT =

[20.0, 30.0] GeV, and yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].

s. We test how well this model works using PYTHIA sim-
ulations. Note that the variable s is the mass squared of
all the energetic collinear particles in the jet region, aris-
ing from the charged jet function, G(s, µ). However, the
true measurable jet mass squared of the jet region also in-
cludes the contribution of soft particles in the jet region.
The jet mass squared can be written as M2

J = (pc + ps)
2

where pµc and pµs denote the total sum of the momenta
of the collinear and soft particles, respectively. We can
write M2

J = s+2pc · ps + p2s, where s = p2c . We note that
while the soft particles in the jet region make a signifi-
cant contribution to jet mass, MJ , via the 2pc · ps ∼ s
term, their contribution to the jet charge is suppressed
since the contribution of each particle is weighed by its
energy as seen in Eq. (1). Thus, the fraction, rqbin, of jets
initiated by parton flavor, q, in a given jet charge bin is
primarily determined by the energetic collinear particles,
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FIG. 3. The fraction of jets initiated by the u-quark (top
panel) and d-quark (bottom panel) in the positive (QJ >
0.25), negative (QJ < −0.25), and central (−0.25 < QJ <
0.25) Dynamic Jet Charge bins as a function of the squared
jet mass, M2

J . The dashed lines indicate the corresponding
average values from the fraction of jets over all squared jet
mass bins. The relevant EIC kinematics chosen for generating
the Pythia 8.312 simulation data are:

√
s = 90.0 GeV, PJT =

[20.0, 30.0] GeV, and yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].

with the contributions from soft particles being power
suppressed. Thus, the behavior of rqbin as a function of
M2

J = (pc + ps)
2 will be similar to that as a function of

s = p2c such that we can write

rqbin(M
2
J) ≃ rqbin(s). (50)

In Figs. 2 and 3, we show the jet mass dependence of the
jet charge bin fractions based on PYTHIA 8.312 sim-
ulations for ru+,−,0(M

2
J) ≃ ru+,−,0(s) and rd+,−,0(M

2
J) ≃

rd+,−,0(s) for the Standard and Dynamic jet charge defi-
nitions, respectively. We again choose typical EIC kine-
matics with

√
s = 90.0 GeV, PJT

= [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and
yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].

The results in Figs. 2 and 3 suggest that the rqbin do
have a non-trivial dependence on M2

J , and correspond-
ingly suggest a non-trivial dependence on s. This depen-
dence is stronger for the Dynamic Jet Charge compared

to the Standard Jet Charge. These results shows that the
simplified charged jet function model in Eq. (43) which
predicts constant rqbin values that are independent of s,
is only an approximation and the more general model
parameterization in Eqs. (39) and (40) is appropriate,
where K(Q, y) has a non-trivial y-dependence.
However, as seen in Figs. 2 and 3, while the rqbin values

are not constant, the dependence on M2
J , or equivalently

on s, is still mild. This suggests a model parameteri-
zation for Rq(Q, y) as a sum of a constant term and a
y-dependent correction term as

Rq(Q, y) = rq(Q) + fq(Q, y). (51)

The y-dependent function fq(Q, y) characterizes the de-
viation of Rq(Q, y) from the being a constant, indepen-
dent of y as characterized by the rq(Q) term. Equiv-
alently, as seen from Eq. (21), fq(Q, y) describes the
additional y-dependence in the charged jet function,
Gq(Q, y, µ), compared to that of the standard jet func-
tion, Jq(y, µ). In order to satisfy the normalization con-
dition on Rq(Q, y) in Eq. (24), and given the normaliza-
tion condition already satisfied by rq(Q) in Eq. (42), the
function fq(Q, y) must satisfy∫

dQ fq(Q, y) = 0. (52)

Since this condition on fq(Q, y) must be satisfied for all
values of y, it must either be a function that is separable
in the variables y and Q, or more generally, be built out
of a sum of separable functions as

fq(Q, y) =
∑
n

gqn(y) χ
q
n(Q). (53)

The functions χq
n(Q) can be chosen to form a complete

set of basis functions, satisfy the conditions∫
dQ χq

n(Q) = 0,∫
dQ χq

n(Q) χq
m(Q) = δm,n. (54)

The first condition ensures the required constraint in
Eq. (52). The second orthonormality condition allows
the coefficient functions, gq(y), for a given fq(Q, y), to
be determined as

gqn(y) =

∫
dQ fq(Q, y) χq

n(Q). (55)

In momentum space, the Rq(Q, s) function is parame-
terized as

Rq(Q, s) = rq(Q) δ(s) + fq(Q, s), (56)

where fq(Q, s) are the Fourier transforms of fq(Q, y)

fq(Q, s) =

∫
dy

2π
eiys fq(Q, y), (57)
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and fq(Q, s) satisfy the condition∫
dQ fq(Q, s) = 0, (58)

which follows from Eq. (52), and is required by the un-
derlying normalization condition in Eq. (24). The mo-
mentum space function fq(Q, s) can also be expressed as
a sum over separable functions in terms of a complete set
of basis functions as

fq(Q, s) =
∑
n

gqn(s) χ
q
n(Q), (59)

where the coefficient functions gqn(s) are related to the
gqn(y) functions via the Fourier transform as

gqn(s) =

∫
dy

2π
eiysgqn(y). (60)

Having identified some of the key structural features of
the nonperturbative functions, R(Q, y) and R(Q, s), we
leave a more detailed model building analysis for future
work.

VII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we demonstrate the sensitivity of the
1-Jettiness Jet Charge, Q, to probe quark flavor dynam-
ics in nucleon structure and and explore ways of prob-
ing the hadronization process. All the numerical results
presented here are based on the PYTHIA 8.312 simula-
tions of five million events of the unpolarized DIS pro-
cess, e− + p → e− + J + X, for the typical EIC kine-
matics of

√
s = 90.0 GeV, PJT

= [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and
yJ = [−2.5, 2.5]. In this analysis, we only present re-
sults for unpolarized DIS which probe the unpolarized
PDFs of the initial state nucleon. These results can be
straightforwardly generalized to studies with longitudi-
nally polarized initial state nucleons to probe the polar-
ized PDFs, using the formalism described in section IV.

We consider the standard jet charge definition with
constant κ = 0.3 in Eq. (1). We will also present results
based on the dynamic jet charge [71] definition, corre-
sponding to κ = κ(zh, ξcut, k<, k>) where

κ(zh) =

{
k<, zh < ξcut

k>, zh ≥ ξcut
(61)

and ξcut, k<, and k> are three constant parameters. We
choose the default values of ξcut = 0.3, k< = 1.0, k> =
0.3. The standard and dynamic jet charge definitions
have different jet discrimination capabilities and sensi-
tivity to power corrections from soft radiation effects,
thereby serving as complementary probes of quark flavor
dynamics in nuclear structure and hadronization.
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FIG. 4. The normalized 1-Jettiness τ1-distribution (black)
using Pythia data along with the relative contributions of dif-
ferent quark flavors. The relevant EIC kinematics chosen are:√
s = 90.0 GeV, PJT = [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].
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FIG. 5. The normalized 1-Jettiness τ1-distribution (black) us-
ing Pythia data along with the relative contributions from the
negative (blue), central (gray), and positive (red) standard jet
charge bins corresponding to Q < −0.25, −0.25 < Q < 0.25,
and Q > 0.25, respectuvely. The relevant EIC kinematics
chosen are:

√
s = 90.0 GeV, PJT = [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and

yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].

A. Probing Nucleon Flavor Structure

In Fig. 4, we show the normalized 1-Jettiness distribu-
tion (upper black curve). We also show the contributions
to the 1-Jettiness distribution from scattering off quarks
of different flavors in the initial state nucleon. We see
that the 1-Jettiness distribution is overwhelmingly dom-
inated by the u-quark flavor due to the dominance of
its unpolarized PDF in the proton in the valence region.
As a result, this distribution is not very sensitive to the
dynamics of the d-quarks and the sea quarks and anti-
quarks.
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FIG. 6. The normalized 1-Jettiness τ1-distribution (black) us-
ing Pythia data in the positive (Q > 0.25, top panel), central
(−0.25 < Q < 0.25, middle panel), and negative (Q < −0.25,
bottom panel) Standard Jet Charge bins, along with the rela-
tive contributions of different quark flavors. The relevant EIC
kinematics chosen are:

√
s = 90.0 GeV, PJT = [20.0, 30.0]

GeV, and yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].

One can gain enhanced sensitivity to the u-antiquark
and the d- and s-quark unpolarized PDFs by binning
the 1-Jettiness distribution according the value of the 1-
Jettiness Standard Jet Charge, Q. In Fig. 5, we show
the 1-Jettiness distribution binned according to Q. We
see the relative contribution to the total 1-Jettiness dis-
tribution from each jet charge bin. The dominant con-
tribution comes from the positive (Q > 0.25) jet charge
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FIG. 7. The normalized 1-Jettiness τ1-distribution (black)
using Pythia data in the positive (Q > 0.25, top panel),
the central (−0.25 < Q < 0.25, middle panel) and nega-
tive (Q < −0.25, bottom panel) Dynamic Jet Charge bins,
along with the relative contributions of different quark fla-
vors. The relevant EIC kinematics chosen are:

√
s = 90.0

GeV, PJT = [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].

bin, corresponding to the fact that the 1-Jettiness dis-
tribution is dominated by the contribution from the u-
quark which initiates jets with a standard jet charge dis-
tribution peaked in the positive jet charge bin. Note
that u-quark initiated jets still have a non-zero probabil-
ity of having a standard jet charge value in the negative
(Q < −0.25) or central (−0.25 < Q < 0.25) jet charge
bins, as indicated by the fact that the contribution of the
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positive jet charge bin is not as dominant compared to
the contribution from the u-quark in Fig. 4.

In Fig. 6, we show the relative contributions to the
1-Jettiness distrubution from different quark flavors in
each standard jet charge bin. We see that in the pos-
itive (top panel) and central (middle panel) jet charge
bin, the 1-Jettiness distribution is overwhelmingly domi-
nated by the u-quark contribution. However, we see that
in the negative (bottom panel) jet charge bin, the con-
tribution from the d-quark is comparable to that from
the u-quark, indicating that one has enhanced sensitiv-
ity to the d-quark PDF when the 1-Jettiness distribution
is restricted to the negative jet charge bin. In Fig. 7,
we show the corresponding results using the dynamic jet
charge definition. Once again, we see enhanced sensitiv-
ity to the d-quark PDF in the negative dynamic jet charge
bin. Similarly, studying the 1-Jettiness distribution for
DIS on longitudinally polarized protons, according to jet
charge bins can help disentangle the flavor structure of
the helicity PDFs. In this manner, the 1-Jettiness jet
charge measurement can be used as a new probe of the
quark flavor structure in the nucleon.

B. Probing Flavor Dynamics in Hadronization

One can also consider the 1-Jettiness jet charge dis-
tribution binned according to the 1-Jettiness value char-
acterizing the shape of the energy flow in each event.
This allows us to study the jet charge, Q, as a func-
tion of the shape of the overall energy flow as charac-
terized by τ1. Such studies can provide constraints on
hadronization models, allowing us to probe correlations
between flavor dynamics and energy flow. We use the
same PYTHIA8.312 simulation data for the EIC kine-
matics of

√
s = 90.0 GeV, PJT

= [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and
yJ = [−2.5, 2.5] to explore observables that can probe
hadronization models.

In Fig. 8, we show the total Q-distribution (black)
and the Q-distribution binned (colored) in different τ1-
bins for the standard (top panel) and dynamic (bot-
tom panel) jet charge definitions. The total unbinned
Q-distribution (black) is normalized to unity. The τ1-
binned Q-distributions in turn are normalized to the un-
binned distribution so that we can see the relative frac-
tion of events in the different τ1-bins, characterizing the
pattern of energy flow, as a function of the jet region
charge.

Another potentially interesting observable is the aver-
age jet charge as a function of 1-Jettiness. Theoretically,
it can be defined via the probability distribution in the
1-Jettiness jet charge, Q:

P (Q, τbin1 , P bin
JT

, ybinJ ) =
dσ[Q, τbin1 , P bin

JT
, ybinJ ]

dσ[τbin1 , P bin
JT

, ybinJ ]
, (62)

where the bin superscript indicates an integration over
the corresponding bin. Note that dσ[Q, τ1PJT

, yJ ] and
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FIG. 8. 1-Jettiness Jet Charge distributions according to 1-
Jettiness bins for the Standard Jet Charge (top panel) and
the Dynamic Jet Charge (bottom panel). The binned curves
are normalized to the total unbinned jet charge distribution
curve which in turn is normalized to unity over the displayed
range. The relevant EIC kinematics chosen are:

√
s = 90.0

GeV, PJT = [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].

dσ[Q, τ1, PJT
, yJ ] are defined in Eqs. (5) and (2), respec-

tively. This probability distribution satisfies the required
normalization condition∫

dQ P (Q, τbin1 , P bin
JT

, ybinJ ) = 1. (63)

This probability distribution can be used to define mo-
ments of the jet charge. The n-th moment is defined as

⟨Qn⟩ =
∫

dQQn P (Q, τbin1 , P bin
JT

, ybinJ ), (64)

with the first moment corresponding to the average jet
charge

Qavg.(τ
bin
1 , P bin

JT
, ybinJ ) = ⟨Q⟩. (65)

Similarly, the standard deviation of the jet charge is in
any bin is given by

Qstd.dev(τ
bin
1 , P bin

JT
, ybinJ ) =

√
⟨Q2⟩ − ⟨Q⟩2. (66)
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FIG. 9. The average (top panel) and standard deviation (bot-
tom panel) values of jet charge distributions binned according
to the value of 1-Jettiness, τ1. The relevant EIC kinematics
chosen are:

√
s = 90.0 GeV, PJT = [20.0, 30.0] GeV, and

yJ = [−2.5, 2.5].

Using PYTHIA 8.312 simulation data, in Fig. 9 we show
the jet region charge average (top panel) and standard
deviation (bottom panel) as a function of τ1 for the stan-
dard (blue) and dynamic (red) jet charge definitions. We
see that the standard and dynamic jet charge definitions
give rise to different behavior of the jet charge moments
as a function of τ1. Such correlations between the pattern
of energy flow, characterized by the τ1 global event shape,
and the jet region charge, Q, could probe hadroniza-
tion models. In particular, the distribution of various
moments of the 1-Jettiness jet charge with different jet
charge definitions, and over a wide range of (τ1, PJT

, yJ)
bins could provide non-trivial constraints on hadroniza-
tion models. We leave a more detailed study exploring
these distributions for future work.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have proposed bringing together the flavor discrim-
ination power of the jet charge observable with global
event shapes that characterize the shape and pattern of
energy flow throughout the event. This framework pro-
vides a new way to probe the quark flavor structure of the
nucleon and the quark flavor dynamics in the hadroniza-
tion process. It allows for a measurement of the jet region
charge while simultaneously keeping track of the energy
flow throughout the event, as characterized by the global
event shape.
We focused on the measurement of the 1-Jettiness

jet charge (Q), the jet charge of the jet region (J) de-
fined within the framework of the 1-Jettiness global event
shape (τ1) for the Deep Inelastic Scattering (DIS) pro-
cess, e− + p → e− + J + X, with unpolarized or lon-
gitudinally polarized protons. The 1-Jettiness distribu-
tion, τ1, binned according to jet charge, Q, allows for en-
hanced quark flavor separation of the initial state unpo-
larized or polarized PDFs. Alternatively, the jet charge
distribution binned by 1-Jettiness serves as a probe of
quark flavor dynamics in the final state hadronization
process. We derived a factorization theorem that simul-
taneously measures τ1 and Q in the resummation region,
τ1 ≪ PJT

, where the correlation between the jet charge
and the charge of the struck quark is the strongest (PJT

denotes the transverse momentum of the jet region). We
also discussed the formulation of power corrections to
this factorization framework. We considered both the
standard and dynamic jet charge definitions in our anal-
ysis, serving as complementary probes with different jet
discrimination capabilities and sensitivity to power cor-
rections from soft radiation.
The factorization theorem gives rise to new universal

and field theoretically well-defined charged jet functions
that describe the evolution of the struck quark into a
final state of given jet mass and charge values. The
charged jet functions are non-perturbative but have the
same renormalization group evolution as the ordinary
jet function. We developed a general model parame-
trerization for the non-perturbative component of these
charged jet functions and studied its general structure
and properties. We described how these universal func-
tions can be extracted from a wide range of N-Jettiness
global event shape observables at e+e− colliders, includ-
ing the thrust global event shape. We provided numerical
results through simulations studies using PYTHIA 8.312
to demonstrate the sensitivity of this observable to probe
flavor dynamics in nucleon structure and explore the pos-
sibility of probing quark flavor dynamics in the final state
hadronization process.
The 1-Jettiness jet charge framework can be applied

to longitudinal nucleon spin asymmetries to probe the
flavor structure of helicity PDFs. It can also be ap-
plied to charged current DIS, providing additional han-
dles on constraining quark flavor dynamics in the nucleon
and the hadronization process. This observable is ideally
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suited for the proposed EIC and can be applied to exist-
ing HERA data. We leave such further theoretical and
phenomenological studies of the 1-Jettiness jet charge ob-
servable for future work.
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Appendix A: Charged Jet Function

The field-theoretic definition of the jet functions is
given by

Jqi(sJ = ωJr
+, µ) =

1

4πNcωJ
Im

[
i

∫
d4x eir·x

× ⟨0|T{χ̄qi
n (0)δ(ωJ − P̄†)n̄/χqi

n (x)}|0⟩
]
. (A1)

The charged jet function is defined with an additional
insertion of a jet charge measurement function in the
above expression,

Gqi(Q, sJ = ωJr
+, µ) =

1

4πNcωJ
Im

[
i

∫
d4x eir·x

× ⟨0|T{χ̄qi
n (0)δ(ωJ − P̄†)δ(Q− Q̂)n̄/χqi

n (x)}|0⟩
]
, (A2)

where we have used the Soft-Collinear Effective Theory
(SCET) notation and Q̂ denotes the jet charge measure-
ment operator

Q|X⟩ = QX |X⟩, ⟨X|Q† = ⟨X|QX , (A3)

where QX denotes the total jet charge of the state |X⟩
and the jet charge operator is Hermitian, Q† = Q, with
real eigenvalues.

Appendix B: Power Corrections to 1-Jettiness Jet
Charge

The factorization formula in Eq. (17), in the resum-
mation region τ1 ≪ PJT

, will receive power corrections
from the contribution of soft particles to the jet charge.
Since the jet charge definition includes a weight of the en-
ergy fractions of the particles in the jet region, as seen in
Eq. (1), the contribution of soft particles (zh ∼ τ1/PJT

)
to the jet charge is formally suppressed compared to that
of the collinear particles (zh ∼ 1) by (τ1/PJT

)κ. Thus,
for given choices of the τ1 region and the parameter, κ,

the effects of the power corrections can be suppressed
by choosing a large enough value of PJT

. We also note
that the effects of power corrections are expected to be
further suppressed in the dynamic jet charge definition
where κ = κ(zh) is a dynamic function of zh that allows
one further suppress the contributions of soft particles,
compared to the standard jet charge definition. In fact,
it has been shown [71] that the dynamic jet charge is
very insensitive to soft radiation by noting that the jet
discrimination power of the dynamic jet charge is essen-
tially the same in pp-collisions and PbPb-collisions even
though the latter have significantly more soft contami-
nation from MPI. By contrast, some degradation in the
discrimination power was observed for the standard jet
charge in PbPb-collisions compared to pp-collisions.
In this appendix, we articulate the general form of the

power correction due to the contribution to the jet re-
gion charge from soft particles, in the resummation re-
gion, τ1 ≪ PJT

. The 1-Jettiness jet charge, Q, measure-
ment is incorporated by the insertion the delta function
δ(Q − QJ

c − QJ
s ) in the 1-Jettiness factorization frame-

work that requires that the sum of the jet charge con-
tributions from the collinear and soft particles add up
to the measured jet region charge, Q. Here QJ

c and QJ
s

denote the contribution from the collinear and soft par-
ticles in the jet region. Correspondingly, the delta func-
tions δ(QJ

c − Q̂J
c ) and δ(QJ

s − Q̂J
s ) are inserted in the

field-theoretic matrix element definitions of the jet func-
tion and soft function to obtain the charged jet function,
Gq(QJ

c , s, µ), and charged soft function S
(
τ1,QJ

s , µ
)
, re-

spectively. Here Q̂J
c and Q̂J

s are the jet region charge op-
erators that act on the collinear and soft particles in the
jet region to obtain the charges QJ

c and QJ
s , respectively.

For the charged jet function, this is seen in Eq. (A2).
The standard soft function is given in terms of the

generalized hemisphere soft function [8–10] as

S (τ1, µ) =

∫
dka

∫
dkJ δ(τ1 − ka − kJ)

×S(ka, kJ , µ), (B1)

where hemisphere soft function is given by

S(ka, kJ , µ) =
1

Nc

∑
Xs

Tr ⟨0|T̄ [Y †
nA

YnJ
](0)

×δ(ka −
qA ·K(a)

Xs

Qa
)δ(kJ −

qJ ·K(J)
Xs

QJ
)|Xs⟩

× ⟨Xs|T [Y †
nJ

YnA
](0)|0⟩. (B2)

Here we have defined the total soft momentum in the jet
and beam regions as

K
(J)
Xs

=
∑
k∈Xs

pk θ(
2qA · pk

Qa
− 2qJ · pk

QJ
),

K
(a)
Xs

=
∑
k∈Xs

pk θ(
2qJ · pk
QJ

− 2qA · pk
Qa

), (B3)
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respectively. The YnJ
and YnA

denote soft Wilson lines
that sum up soft eikonal emissions along the jet and beam
directions, respectively. Correspondingly, the charged
soft function can be obtained via

S
(
τ1,QJ

s , µ
)
=

∫
dka

∫
dkJ δ(τ1 − ka − kJ)

×S(ka, kJ ,QJ
s , µ), (B4)

where S(ka, kJ ,QJ
s , µ) denotes the charged hemisphere

function which involves the jet charge measurement op-
erator δ(QJ

s − Q̂J
s ) acting on the soft particles in the jet

region as

S(ka, kJ , µ) =
1

Nc

∑
Xs

Tr ⟨0|T̄ [Y †
nA

YnJ
](0)

×δ(ka −
qA ·K(a)

Xs

Qa
)δ(kJ −

qJ ·K(J)
Xs

QJ
)|Xs⟩

× ⟨Xs|δ(QJ
s − Q̂J

s ) T [Y
†
nJ

YnA
](0)|0⟩. (B5)

We then also integrate over all possible values of QJ
c and

QJ
s , subject to the constraint δ(Q − QJ

c − QJ
s ). This

results in the general factorization formula

dσresum [Q, τ1, PJT
, yJ ] = σ0 H(x∗

√
sPJT

e−yJ , µ;µH)∫
dQJ

c

∫
dQJ

s δ(Q−QJ
c −QJ

s )

×
∫

dsJ

∫
dta S

(
τ1 −

ta
Qa

− sJ
QJ

,QJ
s , µ;µS

)
×
[∑

qi

Lqi Gqi(QJ
c , sJ , µ;µJ)Bqi(x∗, ta, µ;µB)

+
∑
q̄i

Lq̄i G q̄i(QJ
c , sJ , µ;µJ)Bq̄i(x∗, ta, µ;µB)

]
. (B6)

Next, in the above factorization formula, we can expand

δ(Q−QJ
c −QJ

s ) in the limit QJ
s ≪ QJ

c as

δ(Q−QJ
c −QJ

s )

= δ(Q−QJ
c ) + δ′(Q−QJ

c )QJ
s + · · · (B7)

where the ellipses denote terms suppressed by higher
powers in QJ

s . The first term in Eq. (B7), δ(Q − QJ
c ),

along with the normalization condition on the charged
soft function∫

dQJ
s S

(
τ1 −

ta
Qa

− sJ
QJ

,QJ
s , µ;µS

)
= S

(
τ1 −

ta
Qa

− sJ
QJ

, µ;µS

)
, (B8)

reproduces the leading power factorization formula in
Eq. (17). The first power correction comes from the sec-
ond term in Eq. (B7) and is given by

dσPC
resum [Q, τ1, PJT

, yJ ] = σ0 H(x∗
√
sPJT

e−yJ , µ;µH)

×
∫

dsJ

∫
dta

∫
dQJ

s QJ
s S

(
τ1 −

ta
Qa

− sJ
QJ

,QJ
s , µ;µS

)
×
[∑

qi

Lqi

∫
dQJ

c δ′(Q−QJ
c ) Gqi(QJ

c , sJ , µ;µJ)

×Bqi(x∗, ta, µ;µB) (B9)

+
∑
q̄i

Lq̄i

∫
dQJ

c δ′(Q−QJ
c ) G q̄i(QJ

c , sJ , µ;µJ)

×Bq̄i(x∗, ta, µ;µB)
]
.

In this manner, power corrections from the contribution
of soft particles in the jet region to the jet charge can be
systematically incorporated. We note however that this
power correction will also require incorporating a non-
perturbative model for the new charged soft function.
We also note that this power correction only involves the
first jet charge moment of the new charged soft function,
as seen in the second line of Eq. (B9).
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