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The chirality-flipping operators of light fermions are currently poorly constrained by experimental
analyses due to the lack of interference with standard model (SM) amplitudes in traditional observables. In
this work, we propose to investigate the semileptonic scalar and tensor four-fermion operators of electron
and quarks through the transverse double spin asymmetry (DSA) at Electron-Ion Collider, where both the
electron and proton beams could be highly transversely polarized. Due to the chirality-flipping nature of
these operators, we demonstrate that their interference with the SM results in an unsuppressed contribution
to the DSA, and could lead to nontrivial azimuthal cos2¢ and sin2¢ distributions that are linearly
dependent on their Wilson coefficients. This new method has the potential to significantly improve the
current constraints on these scalar and tensor four-fermion operators without relying on theoretical
assumptions about other types of new physics effects, particularly for the tensor-type operator of the u
quark. Additionally, our findings indicate that both the real and imaginary parts of these operators can be
simultaneously constrained and offer a new opportunity for probing potential CP-violation effects.
However, it is important to note that these results would be sensitive to the quark transversity distributions,
which are currently poorly constrained by the experimental data, but could be significantly improved at the
upcoming Electron-Ion Collider. Therefore, our work opens up a new avenue to utilize this new spin

asymmetry for exploring the new physics effects from the scalar/tensor four-fermion operators.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.109.095025

I. INTRODUCTION

The absence of signals for new heavy resonances at the
Large Hadron Collider (LHC) strongly suggests that the scale
(A) of new physics (NP) is likely to be significantly larger
than the electroweak scale. In light of this, the standard model
effective-field theory (SMEFT) has emerged as a powerful
theoretical framework for systematically parametrizing
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potential NP effects. This is achieved by introducing a
series of effective interactions involving higher-dimensional
operators, which are constructed from the dynamical
degrees of freedom of the standard model (SM) with the
gauge symmetry SU(3), ® SU(2);, ® U(1),. It has been
demonstrated that the operators with odd dimension can
lead to violations of lepton number (L) and/or baryon
number (B) [1]. Therefore, when assuming the conservation
of B and L, the leading contributions to the observables from
NP are expected to originate from dimension-6 (dim-6)
operators of the form C;O;/A?, which have been system-
atically constructed in Refs. [2,3]. The dimensionless Wilson
coefficient C; describes the interaction strength of the
operator O;.

There have been intensive theoretical and experimental
efforts in recent years to constrain those subsets of the dim-
6 operators with the measurements of total cross sections
and differential distributions of SM processes at the LHC
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and other facilities; see, e.g., [4—40]. These studies have
yielded valuable insights and have significantly limited the
impact of many NP effects associated with these dim-6
operators. However, there are certain types of dim-6
operators that remain poorly constrained. These include
the chirality-flipping operators, which consist of four-
fermion operators with scalar or tensor structures,
Yukawa-like operators, and dipole operators involving
light fermions. The contributions of these operators to
cross sections through the interference with the SM are
suppressed by the negligible mass of the light fermion at
O(1/A?). Consequently, their leading contributions to
unpolarized observables, as reported in the literature, are
typically at the order of O(1/A*) [27,36,41-44]. However,
it is crucial to precisely measure these NP effects in order to
gain a deeper understanding of NP beyond the SM. One
notable example is the recent exciting news from the muon
g — 2 measurement at Fermilab, which has revealed a
significant deviation between experimental data and SM
predictions at a 5S¢ significance level [45]. This intriguing
discrepancy could potentially be explained by the presence
of dipole operators arising from NP. Similarly, the scalar
and tensor four-fermion operators may be induced by
an additional scalar or gauge boson, making them the
key players in unraveling the nature of the underlying
theory [46]. Therefore, it is imperative to undertake precise
measurements of the Wilson coefficients associated with
these operators using current and future experimental
facilities.

Recently, it has been demonstrated that the electron
dipole operators can be probed through the single trans-
verse-spin asymmetry (SSA) at O(1/A?), without the
suppression of the electron mass [38]. This can be achieved
by studying the interference of the electron dipole operators
and the SM at a future lepton collider with transversely
polarized lepton beams. The prospects for probing these
operators at such a collider are promising, as the resulting
limits on the Wilson coefficients can be improved by 1 to 2
orders of magnitude compared to current measurements at
the LHC and large electron-positron collider [38]. This idea
can also be extended to the forthcoming Electron-lon
Collider (EIC) and the planned EIC in China (EicC), where
high polarizations of electron and proton beams can be
achieved [44]. These facilities were initially designed to
precisely determine the spin-dependent parton distribution
functions (PDFs) and explore the spin and 3D structure of
the nucleon [47,48]. However, it has been demonstrated
that these facilities also have the potential to probe the
electroweak properties of the SM and search for potential
NP effects [23,44,49-61]. The high polarization of the
beams at the EIC/EicC opens up new avenues for studying
these operators and improving our understanding of the
underlying physics beyond the SM.

In this paper, we extend the analysis of electron and
quark dipole operators in Refs. [38,44] and explore the

possibilities of probing the scalar- and tensor-type four-
fermion operators by considering the transverse double
spin asymmetry (DSA) of the electron and proton beams in
inclusive deeply inelastic scattering (DIS) at the EIC/EicC.
We demonstrate that similar to the dipole operators, the
interference between the scalar-/tensor-type four-fermion
operators and the SM results in nontrivial azimuthal cos 2¢
and sin 2¢ distributions for O,,,, and only flat distributions

for Ogi’;’u) with aligned (opposite) spin setups of the electron
and proton. These distributions are switched between the
real and imaginary couplings if the spin configurations
become perpendicular. Importantly, all of these distribu-
tions are linearly dependent on the Wilson coefficients
associated with these operators at O(1/A?), without any
suppression from the electron and quark masses.
Furthermore, the results are not significantly affected by
the presence of other NP operators in the DIS process, such
as the vector and axial-vector type four-fermion operators.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we calculate
the DSA for the DIS process in the SM, and provide the
numerical estimation at the EIC. We then calculate the DSA
modified by the four-fermion operators in the SMEFT in
Sec. III. We show the enhancement and azimuthal distri-
bution for the DSA with the chirality-flipping operators.
The expected sensitivities of probing the four-fermion
operators through the transverse DSA at EIC and EicC
are given in Sec. I'V. Additionally, we discuss the effects of
the quark transversity distributions and the constraints for
such operators from other processes. Our concluding
remarks are presented in Sec. V.

II. TRANSVERSE DOUBLE SPIN
ASYMMETRY IN THE SM

In this section, we calculate the transverse DSA for the
SM inclusive DIS process e” (k) + p(P) = e (k') + X at
the EIC/EicC. The transverse-spin vectors of the electron
and proton can be expressed as

S7.e = Pr.(0,cos ¢y, sin ¢y, 0),
S};',p = PT,]?(O’ Cos ¢2’ Sin¢29 O)s (1)

where Pr ,(Pr,,) represents the magnitude of the electron’s
(proton’s) transverse polarization, and ¢, (¢,) is the angle
between the transverse spin of the incoming lepton (proton)
and the momentum of the outgoing electron in the trans-
verse plane. The transverse DSA is defined as

_ale’p!) +o(etpt) —ole! pt) — (el pt)
a(e’ph) +o(etpt) +a(ept) +o(etph)’

Arr (2)

where the superscripts 1 and | indicate the directions
of transverse spin of electron and proton with
PT,e:PT,pzl'
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In the SM, the transverse DSA can arise from the single-
photon exchange process, given by

2y*[(1 = y)cosp, — (1 +y)cosp_]
Q2
5 > memgQhy (x, 1)
Yo fa(e ) [Q5(yF =2y +2) = FF(QH)]

where ¢ = + ¢y, p_ = — o, and f,(x,u) and
h,(x,p), respectively, denote the PDF and transversity
distribution of a quark with flavor ¢ and factorization
scale 4 = Q under leading-twist collinear factorization, and
Q, is the corresponding electric charge of quark g. The
kinematic variables in Eq. (3) are defined as

SMyy
ATT -

(3)

Q2:_q2:xy5, X =

where § = k — k' denotes the momentum transfer of the
electrons and S = (k + P)? is the center-of-mass energy
square. The additional correction from y-Z interference in
the unpolarized cross section has been encoded by the
factor F7!, which cannot be ignored for the kinematic
region of EIC,

FO0Y) =252 0,[(67 =2y + 1)G9 + G, (5)
SwCw

where &g is defined as

0
€h=—5-.
0
Q* +mj

Here, we have defined

G = g9y + 9aga- 9 =gy —gagi  (7)
for abbreviation. The vector and axial-vector couplings of
the Z boson to the fermion f in the SM are given by

7! T/
9{/:73_Qf5%l/v 952_73’ (8)
where sy = sin 8y, with 8y, being the weak mixing angle,
and

o (1) (42 () o

for up-type, down-type quarks and electron, respectively. It
is important to note that m, ~ 300 MeV represents the
typical constituent quark mass, which arises from the
nonperturbative effect of the spontaneous breaking of chiral
symmetry [62]. Consequently, the DSA in the SM is

significantly suppressed by both the electron and quark
masses. Additional subleading contribution to the DSA
arises from the interference between Z boson and the
photon, and its effect should be comparable to the con-
tribution from F7! in Eq. (3), given by

ASMAZ _ —4y 1
T e (02 + m2) (3 =2y +2) X, 02, (x. 1)

XY “mem,Qhy(x. p)cos ¢ y(1—y) G
q

—cosgp_(1 +y)((y - )G + G- (10)

Note that we have ignored the correction from F3! in
unpolarized cross section in Eq. (10) since its contribution
is negligible. The results for the antiquark processes can be
obtained through Egs. (3) and (10), by taking ¢§ - —g
due to the charge-conjugated transformation of fermion
bilinear currents, or equivalently, G5 <> G%.

To estimate the effects of the transverse DSA in the SM,
we utilize the quark transversity distributions from
Refs. [63—65]. These distributions are obtained from global
analyses of the single spin asymmetries (Collins and/or
Sivers) in semi-inclusive hadron production in DIS (SIDIS)
and dihadron productions in semi-inclusive e~e™ annihi-
lation processes. In these analyses, the sea quark trans-
versity distributions were usually assumed to be zero due
to the fact that quark transversity distributions do not mix
with gluons in the evolution [63]. Notably, the potential
impact of the transversity distributions from i and d has
been recently addressed in Refs. [64,65]. The JAM
Collaboration has incorporated data on Sivers asymmetry
in Drell-Yan and pion production in proton-proton colli-
sions. In addition, they have utilized lattice QCD data on
nucleon tensor charges to minimize the uncertainty in
extracting transversities [65-67]. We found that their latest
extraction utilizing data on single transverse-spin asymme-
tries involving dihadron fragmentation [66,67] yields DSA
results similar to those from [65], indicating a universal
behavior of transversity across different types of observ-
ables and lattice QCD. To ensure consistency with the
global analysis of the transversities, we use the CT14LO
unpolarized PDFs [68] for calculating A3} in accordance
with the transversities from Refs. [63,64]. Meanwhile, we
utilize JAM22-PDF-proton-nlo [69] when using the
transversity from the JAM Collaboration [65].

Figure 1 shows the transverse DSA in the SM
(ASM = ADY 4 A7) from the leading twist with
¢, = ¢, =r/4 as a function of x by assuming the
momentum transfer Q = 15,55 GeV and VS =105 GeV
at the EIC. Owing to the suppression of the electron and
quark masses, the A3} is estimated to be on the order of
—(1078 ~ 107). The results are sensitive to the quark
transversity distributions, which are poorly constrained by
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Transverse DSA in the SM, /s = 105 GeV
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FIG. 1. The transverse DSA A3} in the SM from the leading
twist with ¢, = ¢, = /4 as a function of x. The solid lines
depict the results obtained using the transversities from Ref. [63].
The dashed lines correspond to the transversities from Ref. [64],

while the dotted-dashed lines represent the transversities
from Ref. [65].

the current experimental data. It is important to note that the
contributions associated with higher-twist PDFs cannot be
ignored in this case compared to the predictions of the
leading twist. However, these results are suppressed by
both the electron mass and 1/Q, leading to the conclusion
that the asymmetry in the SM remains negligible."

ITII. TRANSVERSE DOUBLE SPIN
ASYMMETRY IN THE SMEFT

Now, we investigate the transverse DSA induced by the
scalar- and tensor-type four-fermion operators from the
SMEFT [3],7

Oledq - (l_,je)(c_le),
Olen = (Lie)ep(0tu),

lequ

Ofog = (Lo e)e (00, u). (1)
where L/ and Q/ denote, respectively, the SU(2), doublets
of lepton and quark fields with j representing the SU(2),
index. The fields e, u, and d are the SU(2), singlets of
charged lepton, up- and down-type quarks. The family
indices of the fermion fields are suppressed. We should
note that each operator O; is accompanied by a corre-
sponding coefficient C;/A”, which parametrizes the short-
distance ultraviolet (UV) physics.

"The higher-order QCD corrections are expected to be neg-
ligible compared to the leading-order approximation in the SM,
as shown in Ref. [70].

*The contributions from other NP operators will be suppressed
by the mass of the electron and/or quark and can be ignored.

Since these operators simultaneously flip the helicities of
the electron and quark in the DIS process, the contributions
from the operators in Eq. (11) to the transverse DSA will
not be suppressed by the tiny quark and electron masses.
The leading contributions to the DSA from them arise from
the interference between the single-photon exchange SM
amplitude and the NP,

Q?/4na
S fa(xe ) [Q3(y* — 2y +2) — FF(0)]

1 .
<Zthd(x,u)(y — *)Re[Cegqe™ ]
d

AAL, =

X

+ 30, (x. p)yRe[CL) e

+ Y0y = DREIC 1) (12)

where « is the fine-structure constant. Again, we have
included the correction F5' in Eq. (12) which arises from
the y-Z interference in the unpolarized cross section.
Additionally, the interference between Z-boson-exchange
SM amplitude and the NP should be considered since its
contribution is comparable to the effects of F7,

1 g 1
dray? — 2y + 2 s¥,c}, >y 2f (X p)

—1 .
X A2 <§ (y - yQ)QE—dhd(x,ﬂ)Re[Cledqe"‘/’+]
d

AAFy =

+ 3y h, (x. p)Re[CL) 7]

£ 4y z)gi"huu,mRe[cSBwe-“ﬁ—]) C(3)

The contributions from the antiquark can be obtained from
Egs. (12) and (13) by the following replacement:

(1 (1)
Clet)]u - _Clequ ’

Cledq - _Cledqv ifl <> giq (14)
However, their contributions are negligible due to the sup-
pression of the antiquark transversity distributions [64,65].
We also observe that the transverse DSA from the operator
Oeaq» Which exhibits opposite chiral projections between

lepton and quark bilinears, is sensitive to ¢, while the

contributions from (95;;3, which possess the same chiral
structures of lepton and quark currents, would be sensitive
to ¢_. This behavior can be understood from the parity

transformation of the lepton or quark current of operators.
Furthermore, the distinct behaviors of OE;;} on variable y
in Egs. (12) and (13) can be understood from the following
Fierz identity of Dirac spinors [71,72]:

(#,6" Pruy) (130, Pruy)

= —4(it; Pguy) (3 Pruy) + 8(it Pruy) (i3 Pruy ). (15)
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Transverse DSA of qu A=1TeV, \f 5 GeV
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FIG. 2. The integrated asymmetry A% for operator Oy,,, with
Re(Im)[Cjpqy)/A* = 1/TeV? at V'S = 105 GeV EIC. The solid
lines depict the results obtained using the transversities from
Ref. [63]. The dashed lines correspond to the transversities from
Ref. [64], while the dotted-dashed lines represent the trans-
versities from Ref. [65].

Therefore, the contribution of Ole qu 10 the transverse DSA

can be equivalently described by two scalar-type operators
according to Eq (15). The first interaction corresponds to

the operator Olequ’ which is proportional to —4y [see

Eqgs. (12) and (13)], while the new scalar interaction will
introduce a new structure 8(y — 1). Thus, the total con-

tribution from O\ will result in a large constant con-

lequ
tribution compared to Olequ, causing a sign flip and
significant enhancement in the absolute value of the
DSA, given that |y| < 1.
Given the simple azimuthal dependence from the NP in
(12) and (13), it is sufficient to consider two
experimental setups, (i) aligned or opposite spin setup:
¢$1 =¢r =¢ or ¢ = ¢, + 7 = ¢, and (i) perpendicular
spin  setup: ¢, = ¢, + /2 = ¢. Consequently, the

Transverse DSA of O, l) ,A=1TeV, /s =105 GeV

[ — Q IJGc\ Z B. Kangctal

1071;—-— Q=15 GeV, C. Zeng et al. -
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FIG. 3.

Similar to Fig. 2, but for operators O

transverse DSA from the operator 0.4, will exhibit a

cos 2¢p and sin 2¢) behavior for its real and imaginary parts,
respectively, but only flat distribution survives for the real

part of O\ for the aligned (0pp0$1te) spin setup. The

leu

behaviors for the operator 0,4, and O,e o will be switched
between their real and imaginary parts when considering
the perpendicular spin configuration, i.e., the behavior
will be switched for the real and imaginary parts of
Cieag» While only a flat distribution survives for the

imaginary part of C;e qu)

To extract the information about the scalar/tensor four-
fermion operators, we can define the weight-integrated
asymmetry as

fr=ne [ AP @A), (16)

where w(¢) is the weight function to project out the
different parts of these NP effects via the azimuthal
dependence of the Ayy. Based on Egs. (12) and (13), it
is clear that the contributions of Re[C},4,] and Im[C}, 4] can
be isolated by the weight function w(¢) = cos2¢ and
w(¢) = sin 2¢, respectively, while we can choose w(¢) =

()]

1 to simultaneously capture the contributions of Re[C), au

and Re[CEe;u] for the aligned (opposite) spin setup. The

imaginary effects of OE;;M) can be obtained when consid-
ering the perpendicular spin configuration.

In Figs. 2 and 3, we present the integrated asymmetries
arising from the three chirality-flipping four-fermion oper-
ators with the Wilson coefficients C; = 1 and the NP scale
A =1 TeV for three different transversity distributions in
Refs. [63—-65] at the /S = 105 GeV EIC with aligned spin
setup (¢p; = ¢, = ¢). As expected, the transverse DSAs
from these NP operators are significantly enhanced com-
pared to the prediction in the SM, particularly for the

Transverse DSA of 05,‘,{1, A=1TeV, /s =105 GeV

—-107 T T T T T —T—
o — Q=15 GeV, Z.-B. Kang et al.
=== Q=15GeV, C. Zeng et al. E
_107,1 E —-= Q=15 GeV, JAM Collaboration _E
—— Q=55 GeV, Z.-B. Kang et al
-------- === Q=55GeV, C. Zeng et al.
~~~~~~~~~ —-= Q=55 GeV, JAM Collaboration ]
-1073 - E

(1.3)

lequ

with a weight function w(¢) = 1.
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tensor-type operator O;elju) which could generate an asym-

metry on the order of magnitude of O(1073) ~ O(1). It
makes this method promising for probing the scalar/tensor
four-fermion operators at the EIC/EicC. Additionally, we
observe that the integrated asymmetries from O,,,, and

0(1)

lequ Ar€ positive, while a negative asymmetry is generated

by qu}u)’ and its absolute value is much larger than the
(1)

lequ
sensitive to the Bjorken x. This behavior arises from the
large contribution of the constant factor from the tensor
operator, as we discussed before; see Eqs. (12) and (13).
Moreover, the scalar/tensor four-fermion operators increase
significantly with respect to the transfer energy Q, which is
the result of the O(Q?/A?) behavior of these operators to
the observables.

predictions from 0,4, and O and it is much more

IV. SENSITIVITY AT EIC AND EICC

In this section, we estimate the expected sensitivities of
probing the scalar/tensor four-fermion operators through
the transverse DSAs at the EIC/EicC under the aligned
spin (¢p; = ¢, = ¢) and perpendicular spin configurations
(¢p) = ¢y + /2 = ¢p). The weight-integrated asymmetry
in Eq. (16) can be translated to the experimental measure-
ments,

1 1
PrePrp,Nyy + Ny + Ny + Ny

x /0 ” dpw () (N11 () + Ny | ()
= N4y (4) = N1 (9)), (17)

where N;; denotes the measured event number with specific
transversely polarized configuration of electron and proton.

It has been demonstrated that the maximization of the
integrated luminosity has a more substantial impact on the
sensitivity of probing the SMEFT effects than a slight
increase in collider energy at the EIC [44,60]. As a result,
we will consider \/§ = 105 GeV at the EIC as a bench-
mark collider energy for probing the NP effects, since it is
expected to achieve the highest luminosity [47]. In our
analysis, we focus on the following kinematic region:
x€[0.1,0.8] and Q€][15,65] GeV, incorporating an
inelasticity cut of 0.01 <y < 0.95 [47]. A similar analysis
will also be done for the EicC with a smaller collider energy
VS =16.7 GeV and Q €[6,11] GeV, applying the same
cuts on x and y variables as for the EIC [48]. We consider
the integrated asymmetry A%, in separate bins in (Q, x)
space, assuming that the statistical errors, given by Eq. (19),
are comparable to the values of A%, and slowly change as
the variable x. Consequently, we can ignore the systematic
uncertainties for the asymmetries [53,73], allowing us to
use the theoretical predictions from Figs. 2 and 3 directly.

-
ATT -

We then conduct a y? analysis to constrain the Wilson
couplings,

exp

At_h_A 2
Z—E Al S
£ |: 6Ai :| ’ (18)

i

where A" and AT represent, respectively, the theoretical
prediction of asymmetry induced by the four-fermion
operators and the experimentally measured value for the
ith (Q, x) bin following Eq. (17). For simplicity, we have
assumed the experimental values are consistent with
the SM predictions, and are negligible. §A; denotes the
corresponding statistical uncertainties of the ith bin. The
statistical uncertainty for A%, is given by

s o V(PrePry) 3 dgwi(g)
T 2z
\/4£G(PT76(1,> = 0)

. (19)

where L is the integrated luminosity of each dataset with a
specific transversely polarized configuration, assumed to
be the same for each one. We should note that the number
of bins is not fixed for all analyses, as it depends on the
collider energy, transversities, and operators.

In Table I, we present the expected constraining power of
EIC/EicC on the scalar operator 0,4, assuming A =
1 TeV and Py, = Py, =0.7, with the canonical inte-

grated luminosity, £ = 100 fb~! at 68% confidence level
(CL). The weight function w(¢) = cos2¢ and sin2¢ has
been used to constrain its real and imaginary parts of the

: . - . 13
Wilson coefficient. A similar constraint for operators (’)Ee qu)

can be obtained by choosing w(¢) = 1, and the results are
shown in Fig. 4. It shows that we can constrain their real
and imaginary parts under the aligned and perpendicular
spin configurations, and the parameter space for the real
and imaginary coefficients is exactly the same. We also find
that the ability for EIC to constrain the chirality-flipping
four-fermion operators is much better than EicC due to the
much higher collider energy. The sensitivity to the oper-
ators involving u quark is much better than d quark,
because of the larger electric charge and nonperturbative
quark transversity.

TABLE L. The projected sensitivities of probing operator Oy,
from the DSA measurement at EIC and EicC at 68% CL with the
integrated luminosity £ = 100 fb~!, assuming A = 1 TeV.

Limits on Re[Cyq,](IM[C),y])

Transversity EIC (105 GeV)  EicC (16.7 GeV)
Kang et al. [63] 5.16 34.60
Zeng et al. [64] 4.53 13.72
JAM Collaboration [65] 5.12 29.69
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However, it is important to note that these conclusions
depend strongly on the quark transversity distributions,
which are currently poorly constrained but could be
determined with high accuracy in the upcoming EIC/
EicC. As a result, our findings still offer promising
avenues for probing chirality-flipping semileptonic
four-fermion operators, particularly for the operator
involving the u quark. Importantly, the conclusions would
not be sensitive to other potential NP effects in the DIS
process, such as the vector and axial-vector type four-
fermion operators.

We also note that these operators can contribute to the
cross section of Drell-Yan process at the LHC and low-
energy experiments at O(1/A*) with a specific flavor
assumption [27]. It was found that C; ~ O(0.01) from
Drell-Yan data when one operator is considered at a
time [27]. The limits from low-energy measurements, such
as nuclear beta decays, the ratio between I'(z* — e¢*v) and
I'(z* - p'v), and radiative pion decays, are comparable to
the LHC measurement. However, the cross section alone is
challenging to disentangle the scalar and tensor operators
from other NP effects, especially the dim-8 operators,
which will also contribute to the cross section at
O(1/A*), and could complicate the analysis and weaken
the conclusions [22]. Additionally, it also lacks the sensi-
tivity to distinguish the real and imaginary parts of these
operators through the traditional methods, making the
DSAs at the transversely polarized EIC/EicC a unique
opportunity to probe these NP effects, which is comple-
mentary and competitive with respect to other methods in
the literature.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose using the transverse double
spin asymmetry observables to investigate the semileptonic
scalar-/tensor-type four-fermion operators involving elec-
trons and light quarks at the future Electron-Ion Collider
with transversely polarized electron and proton beams. Due
to the double-fermion helicity flip associated with these
operators, we demonstrated that the interference of these
NP effects with the SM will generate sizable DSAs and
could produce distinct cos2¢ and sin2¢ distributions.
Notably, this occurs without the suppression of the electron
and light quark masses at O(1/A?) and without the
contamination from the SM and other potential NP effects.
Consequently, the anticipated limits for these operators
using this method are expected to be stronger or compa-
rable to those obtained through other approaches in Drell-
Yan processes at the LHC, which can only occur at
O(1/A*) in the massless limit of fermions. This is
particularly true for the tensor-type four-fermion operator
of u quark. Importantly, our approach provides the oppor-
tunity to simultaneously constrain the real and imaginary
parts of those couplings, enabling direct study of potential
CP-violating effects arising from these operators.
Additionally, we found that these results are strongly
dependent on the transversity distribution of quarks, which
is currently poorly constrained by experimental data.
However, the knowledge of these nonperturbative functions
is expected to be significantly improved in the upcoming
Electron-Ion Collider. Thus, our approach is expected to
play a crucial role in probing these NP effects in the future.
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