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Extracting the kaon Collins function from e e~ hadron pair production data
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The latest data released by the BABAR Collaboration on azimuthal correlations measured for pion-kaon
and kaon-kaon pairs produced in e ¢~ annihilations allow, for the first time, a direct extraction of the kaon
Collins functions. These functions are then used to compute the kaon Collins asymmetries in semi-
inclusive deep inelastic scattering processes, which result in good agreement with the measurements
performed by the HERMES and COMPASS collaborations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the quest for the understanding of the inner 3D
structure of nucleons, the transverse momentum dependent
partonic distribution and fragmentation functions (respec-
tively, TMD-PDFs and TMD-FFs) play a fundamental role.
In particular, it is inside the TMD-FFs that we encode the
nonperturbative, soft part of the hadronization process.

Over the years, combined analyses of semi-inclusive
deep inelastic scattering (SIDIS) and ete™ — nfz™X
experimental data allowed the extraction of the transversity
distribution and the ¢' — zX (pion) Collins functions
[1-4]. However, until very recently, no direct experimental
information was available on the kaon Collins functions,
although their effects were clearly evident in SIDIS
processes [5—8], both in the cos 2¢);, azimuthal modulation
of the unpolarized cross section and in the sin(¢, + ¢s)
azimuthal asymmetry, the so-called Collins asymmetry.

The Collins function, in fact, contributes to the cos2¢,,
asymmetries in convolution with a Boer-Mulders function,
while in the sin(¢;, + ¢s) single spin asymmetries it
appears convoluted with the transversity distribution.
The kaon cos?2¢, azimuthal asymmetries present some
peculiar features: at HERMES [6] KT and K~ asymmetries
are both sizeable and negative, while the analogous z*
asymmetries are compatible with zero or slightly negative,
and the 7z~ ones are positive. Looking at the sin(¢;, + ¢g)
dependence, instead, we observe that K™ asymmetries look
slightly positive, while K~ data are compatible with zero
(within large errors) [5,8].

Clearly, to understand these data better, we have to study
the kaon Collins functions. Recent BABAR data on pion-pion,
pion-kaon and kaon-kaon production from e e~ annihilation
processes [9] give the opportunity to extract the kaon Collins
function, for the first time; moreover, all these results have
been presented in the same bins of z; and z,, so that they can
be analyzed simultaneously in a consistent way.

2470-0010/2016/93(3)/034025(8)

034025-1

In this paper we perform an analysis of the eTe™ BABAR
measurements involving kaons, with the aim of extracting
the kaon Collins functions. This paper extends a recent
study of the Collins functions in eTe~ and SIDIS data [4]
limited to pion production. Our strategy is the following:

(1) When necessary for our analysis (for instance for the
description of e"e™ — zKX data) we employ the
favored and disfavored pion Collins functions ob-
tained in Ref. [4]; no free parameters are introduced
in this analysis concerning pions.

(2) We parametrize the kaon favored and disfavored
Collins functions using a factorized form, similar to
that used for pions [4], with an even simpler
structure: due to the limitation of the kaon data
presently available, we have found out, after several
tests, that it suffices for their analysis to consider a
model which implies only two free parameters,
instead of four. We also do not introduce different
parameters between heavy and light flavors in the
kaon Collins functions (this point will be further
discussed at the end of Sec. III). The free parameters
will be determined by best fitting the new eTe™ —
7KX and ete™ = KTK~X BABAR data sets [9].

(3) The kaon favored and disfavored Collins functions
extracted from e™ e~ annihilation data will be used to
compute the values of the Collins single spin
asymmetries observed in SIDIS processes. As we
will discuss in Sec. III, the comparison of our
predictions with the measurements performed by
the HERMES and COMPASS collaborations con-
firms, within the precision limits of experi-
mental data, the total consistency of the Collins
functions extracted from ete~ data with those
obtained from SIDIS processes, corroborating their
universality [10].

In Sec. II we briefly recall the formalism used in our

analysis, while in Sec. III we present the results of our best
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fits of BABAR kaon data and compare them with SIDIS
measurements of the kaon Collins asymmetry. Some short
final comments and conclusions will be given in Sec. I'V.

II. FORMALISM

In this section we briefly summarize the formalism
relevant to perform the extraction of the kaon Collins
functions using the new data from the BABAR
Collaboration, which now contain also asymmetries for
e e” annihilations into pion-kaon and kaon-kaon pairs. Two
methods have been adopted in the experimental analysis, the
so-called “thrust-axis method” and the ‘“hadronic-plane
method.” Here, we concentrate on the latter and refer the
reader to our previous simultaneous analyses of SIDIS and
ete™ = nnX data [4] for further details.

A. Parametrization of the kaon Collins function

For the unpolarized parton distribution and fragmenta-
tion functions we adopt a simple factorized form, in which
longitudinal and transverse degrees of freedom are sepa-
rated. The dependence on the intrinsic transverse momen-
tum is assumed to have a Gaussian shape,

e_ki/<k2l>

fasp(x k) qu/p(x)m (1)

e~Pi/(Ph)
z(pl)

with (k%) = 0.57 GeV? and (p?) = 0.12 GeV? as found
in Ref. [11] by analyzing the HERMES unpolarized SIDIS
multiplicities. For the collinear parton distribution and
fragmentation functions, f,/,(x) and Dy, (z), we use
the GRV98LO PDF set [12] and the de Florian-Sassot-
Stratmann (DSS) fragmentation function set from Ref. [13].

For the Collins FF, ANDh/qT(z,pL), we adopt the
following parametrization [4],

(2)

Dh/q(z» pJ_) = Dh/q<z)

e_Pi/<p2l>

ADy (2, p1) = A¥Dyy 1 () h(pL) —
M v = oa(pl)

where
AND, 1 (2) = 2N (2)Dyyy(2) 4)

represents the z-dependent part of the Collins function at
the initial scale Q3, which is then evolved to the appropriate
value of Q%> = 112 GeV?. In this analysis, we use a simple
model which implies no Q? dependence in the p,
distribution. As the Collins function in our parametrization
is proportional to the unpolarized fragmentation function,
see Egs. (3) and (4), we assume that the only scale
dependence is contained in D(z, Q%), which is evolved
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with an unpolarized DGLAP kernel, while N g does not
evolve in Q2. This amounts to assuming that the ratio
AND(z,p,.0%)/D(z, Q%) is constant in Q7.

The function A(p ), defined as

h(p1) = V2erk e/, ()
Mc

allows for a possible modification of the p | Gaussian width
of the Collins function with respect to the unpolarized FF,
while fulfilling the appropriate positivity bound: this

modification is controlled by the parameter M7.
For the pion N§(z), we fix the favored and disfavored
contributions as obtained from the reference fit of Ref. [4],

+ §)r+o
Ne(@ =M= 8 g
NG(@) = N, )

with Ni,, = 0.90, N3, = —0.37,y = 2.02 and 6 = 0.00, as
reported in Table 1.

For the kaon we parametrize the favored and disfavored
Collins contributions by setting N'$(z) to a constant,

Niw(2) = Ni, (8)
N§s(2) = N ©)

which brings us to a total of two free parameters for the
Collins functions. In fact, the experimental data presently
available for kaon production do not require a four-
parameter fit, as in the pion case. We have indeed explicitly
checked that a four-parameter fit does not result in a lower
value of the total y?.

B. eTe™ — hih,X in the hadronic-plane method

In the hadronic-plane method one adopts a reference
frame in which one of the produced hadrons (%, in our case)

TABLE 1. Fixed parameters for the # and d valence quark
transversity distribution functions and the favored and disfavored
pion-Collins fragmentation functions, as obtained by fitting
simultaneously SIDIS data on the Collins asymmetry and Belle
and BABAR data on AYL and AYC, for pion-pion pair production,
in Ref. [4].

0.39
N; =0.617)>;

a=0.70"03

NG, = 10013

B =1.8017%

Nf, = 090159
y = 2.02f8:_§§

M?% = 0.28702 GeV?

T 0.05
Ndis - _0'37:).05

8 =0.00702
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identifies the Z direction and the xz plane is determined by
the lepton and the /, directions; the other relevant plane is
determined by Z and the direction of the other observed
hadron, A, at an angle ¢, with respect to the xz plane; 6, is
the angle between £, and the e*e™ direction.

In this case, the elementary process ete™ — gg does not
occur in the xz plane, and thus the helicity scattering
amplitudes involve an azimuthal phase, ¢,. The differential
cross section reads

dae*e‘—»hl hy X

dz,dz,d’p | | d*p | ,dcosO,

3ra? 5 5
=, 2% (14+c0s°0,)Dy,, 14(z1.P11)Dpyj3(22.P12)
q

|
+ZSln292ANDhI/qT (Zl,pll)ANth/Zﬁ (ZZ’pLZ)

x cos(2¢, +¢Z')}, (10)

where ¢Z’ is the azimuthal angle of the detected hadron 7,
around the direction of the parent fragmenting quark, ¢. In
other words, ¢Zl is the azimuthal angle of p | ; in the helicity
frame of g. It can be expressed in terms of p |, and P, the
transverse momentum of the /; hadron in the hadronic-
plane reference frame. At lowest order in p, /(zy/s) we
have

P
cos gl = L cos(¢hy —gy) — 2L (11)
P11 P11

P
sin by = —sin(ghy — ). (12)

P11

Using the parametrization of the Collins function given in
Egs. (3)-(5), the integration over p |, in Eq. (10) can be
performed explicitly. Moreover, sincep || = P; — 7,4, we
can replace d’p |, with d?P,;. Integrating also over P,
but not over ¢, we then obtain

d0e+e_—>h|hzx 3a2

= Dhlhz hyhy 2
dz,dz,dcosO,dg, 4s{ +N™M"2cos(24)},

(13)
where

DM = (1 4¢05%602) ) eiDiy 1q(21)Diyja(z)  (14)
q

Nk :l 2% .0 , 2e(p1)M¢
471 + 23 (p1) + M)

X Zeégl\thl/qT (ZI)ANth/l?T (ZZ)' (15)
q

By normalizing this result to the azimuthal averaged
Ccross section
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1 dae*e‘—»h]hzx 36!2

do) = deddeosts — 45 P 16
) 2mdzidzadcosd,  4s (16)
one gets
1 dGe+e—_’h1h2X
Rl — — 14 phh 2.
’ (do) dzydzyd cos 0,dg, + Py cos(2¢)
(17)
having defined
Nhlhz
hihy
Py = i (18)

In our previous analysis [4], we considered the like sign
(L), unlike sign (U) and charged (C) combinations for pion-
pion pairs, which are constructed by using the appropriate
combinations of charged pions, that is, by replacing Pg‘hz

in Eq. (17) by

Nzn B Nﬂ+ﬂ+ 4L NT T

PgZEDZ”_W (19a)
N7 Nﬂ*ﬂ’ + ]\]ﬂ:’rfr
Pl = = e e (19b)
Dy D +D
_NE _NFLNE
Analogously, for kaon-kaon pairs,
prx _ NEX N 4 VKK (200)
oL — DfK l)K*KJr +DK_K_
prx ZNEE_NEE 4 NEE (20b)
ou _DléK DK+K_ +DK_K+
KK KK KK
Pi& = N%K = Nik - N%K ) (20¢c)
D¢ Di* + Dy
and for pion-kaon production,
kL NzK B Nﬂ.’+K+ + N7 K™ +NK+ﬂ+ + NK 7~ ”
POL ZDZK - l)ﬂ'*l(Jr +Dﬂ'K' _{_l)l(ﬂz”r +DK‘;1‘ ( a)
prk _ N;[z]K B NJr*K’ + ]\V/;z’KJr _~_NK+7F _|_NK’7TJr o1h
oU = DI(T]K - DK _‘_D;FKJr +DK*;7:’ _|_DK’77:Jr ( )
Ner NrrK N}TK
pg = 5C = S+ 20 (210

DiéK - DZK + DJIT]K ’

We can now build ratios of unlike/like and unlike/charged
asymmetries,
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(Rg"™)” 1+ Pgi” cos(2¢)

(RIR)L©) 1 ¢ P’S‘L’EZC) cos(2¢,)

hyh hyhy
=1+ Py’ — POL(C)) cos(2¢), (22)

where Pg;,h ’ Pg,‘f’2 and Pg'chz can be taken from Eqgs. (19)-
(21). Finally, one can write the asymmetries that are
measured experimentally, which correspond to the coef-
ficient of the cosine in Eq. (22):

(45" = Py — Pgi” (23)

(Ag™)VE = Pgy — Py, (24)

III. BEST FITTING AND RESULTS

As mentioned above, we have adopted the following

procedure:

(1) We employ the pion favored and disfavored Collins
functions as obtained in our recent extraction [4]
based on BABAR [14] and Belle [15,16] eTe™ —
zzX data. As far as pions are concerned no free
parameters are introduced in this analysis. The fixed
values of the pion Collins function parameters are
presented in Table I, together with the parameters
obtained for the transversity distribution, which are
given for later use.

(2) The kaon favored and disfavored Collins functions
are parametrized using a factorized form similar
to that used for pions, but with a simpler structure:
due to the limitations of the kaon data presently
available, we introduce only two free parameters
in our fit, instead of four, in such a way that the
z-dependent part of the Collins functions will simply
be proportional to their unpolarized counterparts:

AVDy,o1(z) = 2NKDy,(2). i =fav,dis. (25)

NE, and NX  are free parameters to be fixed by best
fitting the experimental data. In this fit, which we
denote as our “reference fit,” we make no distinc-
tion, for the values of NX, between heavy and light
flavors; notice, however, that the favored kaon
Collins functions for the s quark will, in fact, be
different from that of the u flavor, and this difference
is induced by the unpolarized, collinear FFs used in
our parametrization, which imply consistently dif-
ferent contributions for heavy and light flavors. The
Gaussian width of the kaon Collins function, con-
trolled by the parameter MZ, Eq. (5), is assumed to
be the same as that of the pion Collins function.
Present data are not sensitive enough to the shape of
the p | dependence of the Collins functions to make
further distinctions. Moreover, for the same reason,
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no Q7 dependence of the p | distribution is included
in our model. Further considerations on the choice of
two parameters will be made at the end of this
section.
This reference best fit gives the following results
for the two free parameters considered,
NE, 04100, N — 008105, (26)
suggesting a solution with a positive favored Collins
function and a disfavored contribution compatible
with zero, within large errors. However, as we will
discuss in Sec. III A, a definite conclusion can only
be drawn about the positive sign of the favored light-
flavor contribution. Note that the pion Collins
fragmentation functions extracted in Ref. [4] have
opposite signs for favored and disfavored functions,
and disfavored functions are definitely nonzero.
The contributions to the total y* of each fitted set
of data are given in Table II. It is a good fit, and, as
one can see from Figs. | and 2, the data are described
well. The AYL asymmetries for KK production are
quite scattered and do not show a definite trend; it is
for these data that we obtain the largest y> contri-
bution. The bands shown in Figs. 1 and 2 are
obtained by sampling 1500 sets of parameters
corresponding to a y> value in the range between
2o and y2. + Ay?, as explained in Ref. [4]. The
value of Ay? corresponds to 95.45% confidence
level for two parameters; in this case we have
Ay? = 6.18.

(3) We deliberately choose not to include SIDIS kaon
data in the fit at this stage. Including them would, in
principle, require a global analysis of both pion and
kaon data sets which is beyond the scope of this
paper. Moreover, we would like to test the univer-
sality of the Collins fragmentation functions in e e~
and SIDIS, as proposed in Ref. [10], and check
whether the kaon favored and disfavored Collins
functions extracted from e™ e~ annihilation data can
describe the Collins asymmetries observed in SIDIS
processes. We compute the Collins SIDIS asymme-

try Ai}r}('ﬁﬁ%), using the kaon Collins functions

given by our reference fit, Eqgs. (8), (9) and (26),

TABLE II. 4 values obtained in our reference fit. See the text
for details.

Data set 7 Points % /points
K production AJ* 14.6 16 0.91

K production AYC 7.4 16 0.46
KK production AJ" 23.6 16 1.48
KK production AJ¢ 9.4 16 0.59
Total 55.0 64 2op =089
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FIG. 1. The experimental data on the azimuthal correlations AJC and A{* as functions of z; and z, in unpolarized e*e™ — 7KX
processes, as measured by the BABAR Collaboration, are compared to the curves obtained from our reference fit, given by the parameters
shown in Eq. (26). The shaded area corresponds to the statistical uncertainty on these parameters.

and the transversity distributions obtained in Ref. [4]
and given in Table I. The comparison of our
predictions with the measurements performed by
the HERMES and COMPASS collaborations is
shown in Figs. 3 and 4, respectively. The good
agreement confirms, within the precision limits of
experimental data, the consistency of the Collins
functions extracted from e ' e~ data with those active
in SIDIS processes.

A. Fits with additional parameters

Looking at the results of our reference fit, Eq. (26),
the disfavored Collins function appears to be quite

ete > KK + X

0.02 | T
o
:’<° oFfF A [
[0.3<z4<0.5]
-0.02 T
0.02
o
3<o 0
[0.15<24<0.2] [0.2<24<0.3]
-0.02 T 1

02 04 06 08 02 04 06 08
z, 2z,

undetermined and compatible with zero, while the favored
one is definitely nonzero and positive. However, we have
assumed that the heavy (s quark) and light (z quark)
favored contributions are controlled by the same parameter.
We wonder whether, by disentangling these two contribu-
tions, one can confirm the results obtained above.

An inspection of the analytical formulas, Egs. (20)
and (21) and (14) and (15), shows that the sign of
the light-flavor favored contribution is determined by
the zK data, where it appears convoluted with the pion
Collins function, which is fixed. Most of the information,
in particular, comes from the AJ* asymmetries, which
are dominated by doubly favored terms of the

type ANDn_Jr/uT ANDK—/QT .

ete’> KK + X
0.1} ' E ' -

At

01 T ]

uL
AO

0.15<z,<0.2 0.2<z4<0.3
1 1

02 04 06 08 02 04 06 08
Z2 Z2

FIG. 2. The experimental data on the azimuthal correlations AY € and AYF as functions of z; and z, in unpolarized ete™ - KTK~X
processes, as measured by the BABAR Collaboration, are compared to the curves obtained from our reference fit, given by the parameters
shown in Eq. (26). The shaded area corresponds to the statistical uncertainty on these parameters.
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FIG. 3. The experimental data on the SIDIS azimuthal moment

Ai}'}w”d") as measured by the HERMES Collaboration [5] are
compared with our computation of the same quantity. The solid
(red) lines correspond to our reference fit, with the parameters
given in Eq. (26). The shaded area corresponds to the statistical
uncertainty on these parameters. For the transversity distributions
we used the fixed parameters reported in Table 1.
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FIG. 4. The experimental data on the SIDIS Collins single spin

asymmetry (SSA) Ain% %) a5 measured by the COMPASS
Collaboration on proton (upper panel) [8] and deuteron (lower
panel) targets [7] are compared with our computation of the same
quantity. The solid (red) lines correspond to our reference fit, with
the parameters given in Eq. (26). The shaded area corresponds to
the statistical uncertainty on these parameters. For the transversity
distributions we used the fixed parameters reported in Table I.
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The heavy-flavor contribution, instead, is not determined
by the data (not even in sign); this is due to the fact that, in
KK production processes, it appears in doubly favored
terms where it is convoluted with itself and is therefore
insensitive to the sign choice, while in #K production
processes it appears only in subleading combinations, such
as AVD,— s AVD s 1.

To study this in more detail, we have performed a series

of fits allowing for up to three free parameters, i.e. one
light |

normalization constant for the favored light flavor, Ny ";

one for the favored heavy flavor, Ni<*Y; and one for the

disfavored, N, contributions. The results, with the x5
for each of the fits, are presented in Table III, while some
correlations between the parameters are studied in Fig. 5.
Let us comment on such results:

(i) The first clear conclusion is that it is not possible to

fit the data with one and only one of the parameters
N, N
Table I1I.
(i1) Regarding the two parameter fits (central panel of
Table III), we see that the data can be successfully
described only by including the light favored con-
tribution together with either the heavy favored or
the disfavored Collins function. Notice that the sign
of the heavy contribution can be either positive or
negative, leading to equally good fits (first two lines

of the central panel in Table III). The sign of N?iht
turns out to be always positive, with its best value in
the approximate range between 0.3 and 0.6 (see the
left panel of Fig. 5). Instead, fitting the data without

any light quark favored contribution appears not to

, Ngis» as shown in the upper panel of

TABLEIIL 4?/d.o.f. for different scenarios for the kaon Collins
functions: one-parameter (upper panel), two-parameter (central
panel) and three-parameter (lower panel) fits. The symbol filled
circle (*) means that the corresponding parameter is actually used in
the fit, while the symbol open circle (o) means that the contribution
to the Collins asymmetry corresponding to that parameter is not

included in the fit. For N, we explicitly indicate the two

different constraints we use: N?;fvy > 0 and N?:fvy <0.
M NETe0 NeU <0 Ve da
: ° 0 1.83
° ‘ o 332
° ° o 5.68
° ° 0 . 3.94
) ‘ ° ° 0.89
’ ° . 0.88
) ° ° 0.98
* ° . 2.00
° ° . . 4.00
) ‘ 0 . 0.90
° . . 0.89
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g %ﬁfﬁ 1H 62
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Nis
heavy
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heavy " All points in the figure correspond to a total »> included

and N g (right panel). Red points represent solutions

fav

between ;(rznin and ;(rznin + Ay?; the spread of the points indicates the statistical error which affects the two parameters. Lighter (darker)
shades of color represent higher (lower) values of y*. The points in which y> = y2. are shown as green squares.

be possible (last two lines of the central panel in
Table III).

(iii) Fits with three parameters (bottom panel of Table I1I)
result in good values of ;(filo'f'. These fits allow us to
study the correlation among the free parameters. We,
in fact, observe a very strong correlation between the

heavy-flavor (favored) and the disfavored contribu-

tions to the kaon Collins functions: values of Nj""

with opposite sign can easily be compensated by
different values of N, resulting in fits of equal
quality, as shown in the last part of Table III. We
actually find two distinct solutions resulting from the
present data, one with positive and one with negative
heavy-flavor Collins FFs.

Figure 5 (right panel) illustrates this correlation.
Two distinct distributions are clearly evident: red
(blue) points represent solutions with positive (neg-

ative) N, All points in the figure correspond to a
total y? included between y2. and y2. + Ay?*; fora
three parameter fit Ay?> = 8.02. The spread of the
points indicates the statistical error which affects the
two parameters. Lighter (darker) shades of color
represent higher (lower) values of y?. The points in
which y? = 42, are shown as green squares.

Notice that model calculations predict the same
sign of light- and heavy-flavor Collins FF; see for
instance Ref. [17].

In Fig. 6 we show the lowest p | -moment of the light-
flavor favored kaon Collins function, as extracted in our
reference fit [with the parameters of Eq. (26)]. Note that, in
the case of a factorized Gaussian shape, Egs. (3), (4) and
(5), the lowest p | -moment of the Collins function,

AD,, )1 (z, Q%) :/d2P¢ANDh/qT(Z,PL,Q2), (27)

is related to the z-dependent part of the Collins function,

21\3/2
2e ~
ANDh/qT(Z’Q2>:\/E<pL>C VZe RN

2 (pl) Mc Dijqr (2.0, (28)

where (p? )¢ is defined in Eq. (14) of Ref. [4].

008 T T T T

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
z

FIG. 6. Plot of z times the lowest p | -moment, Eqgs. (27) and
(28), of the u' — KX Collins function, as extracted in our
reference fit [with the parameters of Eq. (26)]. The analogous
plots for heavy-flavor favored and (all flavor) disfavored Collins
functions are not shown; in fact, it is not possible to reliably
distinguish between these two contributions to the available
BABAR data. Furthermore, not even the sign of the heavy-flavor
favored Collins function can be determined.
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The heavy-flavor favored and (all flavor) disfavored
results are not shown; in fact, the study performed above
shows that it is not possible to reliably distinguish between
these two contributions to the available data. Furthermore,
not even the sign of the heavy-flavor favored Collins
function can be determined.

IV. COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS

We have extracted, for the first time, the kaon Collins
functions, g* — KX, by best fitting recent BABAR data [9].
This paper extends a recent study of the Collins functions in
e"e™ and SIDIS processes [4] limited to pion production.

It turns out that a simple phenomenological parametri-
zation of the Collins function, Egs. (3) and (4), is quite
adequate to describe the data. When comparing with the
pion Collins functions [4], due to the limited amount and
relatively big errors of data, an even smaller number of
parameters suffices to describe the experimental results.
Indeed, we find that kaon Collins functions of two kinds,
favored and disfavored, both simply proportional to the
unpolarized TMD fragmentation functions, describe well
the BABAR data.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 93, 034025 (2016)

As a result of the attempted fits, we can conclude
that a definite outcome of this study is the determination
of a positive u" - K*X = ' — K~X Collins function,
assuming a positive favored pion Collins function [4]. No
definite independent conclusion, based on the available
data, can be drawn on the signs of s' - K- X =51 -
K*X Collins functions nor on the disfavored ones.

The extracted kaon Collins functions, together with
the transversity distributions obtained in Ref. [4], give
a very good description, within the rather large
experimental uncertainties, of SIDIS data on kaon
Collins asymmetries measured by COMPASS [7,8]
and HERMES [5] collaborations. This points toward
a consistent and universal role of the Collins effect in
different physical processes, which should be further
explored in the future.
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